SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


737 











Solicitors’ Yournal. 


LONDON, JULY 31, 1880. 








CONTENTS. 


Current Topics :— 
The Court of Appeal ... 
The Rolis Court 
The Chiltern Hundreds . we 
Remission of Rent ..... oottadet wees qonduste one venue rieqases 
Becondary Evidence ............ceeseceres wee *enaceeess ence 738 
The Vacincation Bill .. ...... 00 ° -. 738 


What Rate of Income Tax should be Deducted .. ie 
Tdentity of Name as Evidence . Identity of Person 
tl a al 


} pria' 
of marl Wrslion Malins coop ccoeseces wecesesesrcecessoeenees ee 739 
_ [LRApErs :— 
The Partnership Bill ....+.ssecesceesesecseecs Ovecccscccce « 740 
Retractation of Executor’s Assent to Legacy 
RECENT DECISIONS .......cccececccccccseccccccscccseccoeserecs 742 
GENERAL CORESPONDENCE ........ edvcsooseves weceseccdccoeres 
aSES OF THE WEEK :— 





oe etham 
‘ottenham Local Board v. Rowell 
ir ebent Poel. The 


hve crece Sete eeseeee cee suse Serer eeeeeseves 745 
» Re, 7 


. Wilson .. 
lower v. Buller 

“Law Srvupents’ Jourwan .... 
OBITUARY cecoecseseeseccocesers . .- 
APPOINTMENTS .esececeseees. cece ccecoscccees soccce éocvcceccers 
SOLicITors’ CasEs 
ELECTION PETITIONS ... 
CREDITORS’ CLAIMS .... 


ANIM: du Licinencihonsiventanhininenecemswente coos 
Court ParErs 





d 
4 
1 
7 
« 
LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK ......... 
i 
4 
7 





CASES REPURTED 1N THE WEEKLY REPORTER. 

Ansdell v. Ansdell, Sleddall,and Crockett (Div.Div.)..--.+++« ooo 832 

_ Arkwright v. Newbold (Ch. Div. Fry, J.) . - 828 
Barton v. Titchmarsh (App. 

Butler v. Butler (Ch.Div. Ly coccccccscce 825 
Cowans, In re, Rapier v. Wright (Ch. Div. Vc. Ht) woes -ssee 827 
Eeclesiastical Commissioners for England and Wales v. 

_._ missioners of Sewers of the City of London (Ch.Div. v. On M. 1.) 824 
Pardon’s Vinegar Company, Ex parte, In re Jones (App. ) nate 821 
Jones v. Baxter (App. 817 
Matthews v. Whittle | (Ch. Div. M.R.) 

Parker, In om + an omni Wilson (Ch. wey. M.R.).. 


~ ate migage, In re (Ch.Div. M.R. 822 
oe v. The Bri Empire Mutual Life ‘Assurance Company 

















CURRENT TOPICS. 


4 On EACH DAY NEXT WEEK the Court of Appeal at Lin- 
- -coln’s-inn will only take the interlocutory appeals, which 
| mumber about thirty. A divorce appeal of Harvey v. 
_ Farnie is, however, specially fixed to be heard on 
- Monday next. 





-_ WE are rEQuEstTED to call attention to the following 
' notice as to the work of the Rolls Court next week :— 
' “The order of business for next week will be as follows : 
' ‘remaining motions, remaining petitions, adjourned sum- 
monses. The remaining motions will be taken on Monday 
next in alphabetical order, and will be placed in a list. 


For that purpose junior counsel are requested to give: 


to the registrar in court the names of causes and matters 
in which tiey are desirous of moving.” 





Mr. Guapsronz said in the recent discussion with regard 
granting the Stewardship of the Chiltern Hundreds that 
the practice was ‘‘to consider whether the gentleman 
who asks for the office can by possibility be escaping from 
any duty he owes to Parliament, or any law under which 
he has come by his election to Parliament, and unless 
there is some ground or colour of positive objection of 
this nature, to grant the office without making further 
inquiry.’ There is at least one recorded iustance 
in which the stewardship has been refused on the ground 
that the applicant was seeking to escape from some ‘‘ law 
under which he had come.” In 1842, Mr. Goul- 
burn, then Chancellor of the Exchequer, refused 
the office to Viscount Chelsea on account of a 
suspected arrangement for the purpose of avoid- 
ing investigation into bribery, but he said in his 
letter (see Parliamentary Papers 1842 (544)), that 
“ander ordinary circumstances I should not feel justi- 
fied in availing myself of the discretion vested in me to 
refuse or delay the appointment for which you have 
applied, when sought for with a view to the resignation 
of a seat in Parliament.” Lord North, however, claimed 
an absolute discretion to refuse the office, and in 1775 
on an application by Mr. Bayly to grant him the 
Chiltern Hundreds, so as to vacate his seat for Westbury, 
Lord North replied, ‘‘ The cases have certainly been very 
few in which [ have excused myself from granting 
vacating offices to members of Parliament, but I have 
made it my constant rule to resist every application of 
that kind where any gentleman entitled to my friendship 
would have been prejudiced by my compliance.” 





In France, Germany, and other countries, the juris- 
prudence of which is derived from the Roman law, in 
the absence of agreement to the contrary, a tenant is 
entitled to & remission of a proportionate part of his rent 
if more than half a year’s harvest be destroyed by for- 
tuitous events, unless he is compensated by the other 
harvests during his tenancy. The French law is to be 
found in the Code Napoléon, articles 1769 to 1773, and 
it is fully a to upon in Troplong’s Echange et 
Louage (vol. 2), and in Toullier and Duvergier’s 
Commentary on vas Code (vol. 19), We rather regret 
to see that during the debates on the Irish Disturbance 
Compensation Bill this right of the tenant abroad has 
been brought forward as a foundation for a moral claim 
to a similar remission of rent to English and Irish 
tenants. As it has been settled ever since the case of 
Paradine v. Jane (Aleyn, 26), in the time of the Civil 
Wars, or we should rather say, ever since the cases in © 
the Year Books, upon which that case is founded, that 
no fortuitous event excuses a tenant or other contracting 
party from performing a contract he has made, exist- 
ing rents, both in England and in Ireland, have been 
fixed on the assumption that the landlord is not to be 
under any obligation to remit part of his rent, and to 
ask him to do so would be to alter the contract 
between him and his tenants. This objection would, of 
course, not apply to the introductién 4 the foreign rule 
as regards fresh leases, the landlord increasing his rent 
so as to compensate himself for the new liability, but 
there are grounds for apprehending that any such rule 
would be found very troublesome to work, especially in the 
case of small tenancies. In order correctly to apply the 
French rule it would be necessary for the parties to keep 
a record of the produce during every year of the tenancy, 
and they must ascertain in some way what amount of 
produce was expected when the rent was first fixed. To 
do this with real completeness would require the same 
sort of arrangements as are adopted for ascertaining the 

produce of a mine. Without this a landlord would 
be practically at the mercy of the tenant and his neigh. 
bours, who are familiar with the whole history of the 
farm, while the landlord or his agent can only inspect 
it occasionally, Another objection to the foreign ruleis 
that it tends to discourage improved cultivation. A 
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tenant who keeps his farm in statu quo is much more 
likely to get a remission of rent than one who by an 
unusual expenditure of manure and labour has raised 
the average yield of his farm considerably above what it 
‘was at the commencement of his tenancy. It is therefore 
not surprising that it should be usual on well-managed 
estates to require the tenant to renounce this right to 
remission of rent. This has been shown by a correspond- 
ent of the Times to be the case in Germany, and is 
probably also so in France, 





An InNTEREsTING question of evidence arose last 
Saturday during the trial of the divorce suit of Robert- 
son v. Robertson and Favagrossa. In order to prove the 
commission of adultery in Italy an advocate from Milan 
went into the witpess box and produced a copy of a 
form required by the law of Italy to be filled up by 
persons taking lodgings. The witness swore to the 
accuracy of the copy, and also stated that the forms are 
not allowed to leave the country, although they might 
probably be obtained by diplomatic intervention. It 
was objected that there was not sufficient evidence that 
the original document could not be produced, and that, 
therefore, secondary evidence was inadmissible. But Sir 
James Hannen held that there were enough materials be- 
fore him to justify the admission of the copy ; acting upon 
the general principle that secondary evidence may be 
given when the production of the original is impossible 
or inconvenient. The most familiar application of the 
rule is to the case of mural inscriptions or banners, but 
it has been on several occasions extended to documents 
which have been deposited in a foreign country. Thus 
in Alivon vy. Furnival (1 C. M. & R. 277) the Court of 
Exchequer allowed an agreement of reference, which 
had been made in France, to be proved by the evidence 
of the attesting witness and an examined copy, 
on proof that the original had been deposited with a 
notary at Paris for safe custody, and that it was the 
established usage (though not the written law) in France 
to forbid the removal of a document so deposited, Lord 
Wensleydale saying:—‘ Such evidence is admissible 
where it is, in effect, out of the power of the party to 
produce the original.” Again, in Quilter v. Jorss (11 
W. RB. 888, 14 C. B. N.8. 747), it became necessary to 
prove an agreement, and it appeared that it had been in 
the possession of a person who (during the American 
civil war) had been arrested at New York on suspicion 
of being the bearer of Confederate despatches. All his 
papers were taken from him, but they were ofterwards 
restored, with the exception of the agreement in ques- 
tion. On inquiry for it at New York he was told that it 
had been sent to Washington, but no inquiry was made 
at the latter place. The Court of Common Pleas ad- 
mitted secondary evidence of the agreement, and 
Williams, J., observed that “ secondary evidence is ad- 
missible in all cases where it appears that it is the best 
which, without default, it is in the power of the party 
to furnish.” On the. other hand, the decision of Sir 
C. Cresswell in the well-known case of Crispin v, 
Doglioni (11 W. RB. 500), appears to go in the opposite 
direction. The document there in question had been 
filed in a Portuguese court, and Sir C. Cresswell 
declined to admit secondary evidence on proof of an 
application to the actual custodian of the document, 
holding that the application to produce it ought to 


have been made to the court iteelf. It is worthy of 
notice that Sir J. Hannen was counsel in the case last 
cited, and in favour of the reception of the 


ve, Chat it was enough to prove the 
to be in. the enstody of a person who declined 
produce it and whom the court could not compel to 
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ally protested, is very short. It simply provides that 


“no parent of a child shall be liable to be con- 
victed for neglecting to take, or to cause to be taken,. 
such child to be vaccinated, or for disobedience to 
any order directing such child to be vaccinated, if 
either (a) he has been previously adjudged to pay 
the full penalty of twenty shillings for any of such 
offences with respect to such child, or (b) he has been 
previously adjudged to pay any penalty for any of such 
offences in respect of such child.” This clause, as we 
learn from a perusal of Mr. Fry’s introduction to his 
edition of the Acts, is word for word the same asa clause 
which was inserted in the Vaccination Bill of 1871—now 
the Vaccination Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 98)—and 
passed the House of Commons, but was rejected in the 
House of Lords by a majority of one. It has its origin in 
a report of the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons, which, in reporting upon the Bill of 1871,. 
after pointing out that “the public opinion of the neigh- 
bourhood may sympathize with a person prosecuted, and 
may in consequence be excited against the law, and. 
after all, though the parent be fined or imprisoned, the 
child may remain unvaccinated, in which case the law 
can only triumph by the forcible vaccination of the- 
child, could not recommend that a policeman should: 
be empowered to take a baby from its mother to the- 
vaccine station, a measure which could only be justified 
by extreme necessity,” but ‘“ would recommend that. 
whenever in any case two penalties or one full penalty 
have been imposed upon a parent, the magistrates 
should not impose any further penalty in respect of the- 
same child.” We cannot accede to these arguments. 
The Vaccination Acts of 1867 and 1871 are the de- 
liberate expressions of the will of the Legislature, formed,. 
as Mr. Bruce pointed out to the House of Commons, after 
an inquiry (instituted by Sir Benjamin Hall three years 
after the passing of the original compulsory Act of 
1853) ‘‘ as exhaustive and complete as ingenuity could 
devise.’ The only possible amendments appear to be 
two, either (1) to compulsorily vaccinate a child as soon as 
the child can be sately detached from its mother for that. 
purpose, or (2) toreturn to the principle of permissive vac- 
cination, which obtained from 1840, when the first 
Vaccination Act was passed, to 1853, when vaccination 
was first made compulsory. The Vaccination Acts are- 
passed for the benefit, not of parents, but of their children 
and of the public, and to allow parents to buy the power 
of breaking the law by discontinuance of a penalty for 
a continuing offence is not only entirely without precedent 
in our statutory law, but a distinct encouragement to an 
agitation the most fanatical and ignorant in our history. 





An Inisu centieman, Mr. Peter Sheridan, “a Dublix 
merchant for forty-five years,” having been refused 
change for a Bank of Ireland note at the St. Pancras’ 
Station, writes to the Times to say that he will “ hence- 
forward refuse any payment tendered by Bank of 
England notes, and would recommend every man, 
woman, and child in Ireland, through the press, to do- 
likewise.” Mr. Peter Sheridan’s example will, doubtless,. 
have its attractions for such children in Ireland as are in: 
the habit of receiving payments tendered by Bank of 
England notes, and if only followed by that class the Bank 
of England need not entertain much apprehension, But’ 
if Irish men or women should copy Mr. Sheridan’s 
example, the consequences may be more serious, for 
the Legislature, by 8 & 9 Vict. o, 37, s. 6, has 
enacted that Bank of England notes shall not be a legal 
tender in Ireland, Before, however, any Irish ‘‘ man, 
woman, or child” refuses in England any payment 
tendered in Bank of England notes, he or she will do- 
well to acquaint himself or herself with the provisions of 
3 & A Will. 4, c. 98, 6, 6, under which Bank of England 
notes are made a legal tender in England, to the amount. 
expressed in them, for all sums above £5. 
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A CornzsronpEent writes to us:—*‘ Your correspond- 
ent, J. D. W. (ante, p. 723) raises the question whether 
identity of name is evidence of identity of person. 
I may suggest that it is always essential in tracing 
a pedigree, in a case where no one capable from 
personal acquaintance of proving identity is in existence, 
that collateral evidence, such as recitals in old deeds, 
should be adduced to prove the several links in the chain 
ef descent. It seems superfluous to remind your readers 
that it is a very common thing for the same name to be 
handed down from father to son for many generations, 
and two or three centuries ago it was more common than 
now. Inacase of Teed v. Harding (not yet reported), 
before the Master of the Rolls on the 8th inst., there oc- 
curred a succession of several persons of the same name 
in one family over a period of a century or more; but 
by the aid of recitals in deeds every person named in the 
certificates of marriage and baptism was identified for a 
period extending from 1665 to the present time.” 





Ir WAS HARDLY TO BE EXPECTED that Mr. Justice 
Denman, in Flower v. Buller, would refuse to follow the 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins in Pike v. Fitzgibbon 
(28 W. R. 667). If the rule there laid down was right, 
Flower v. Buller was an a@ fortiori case, for the 
married woman’s charge in the recent case was specifi- 
cally of her expectancy under her cousin's will or in- 
testacy. There may be some difficulty in seeing how a 
mere general engagement of a married woman, having 
no separate property at the time the engagement is 
entered into, can be said (according to Johnson v. Gal- 
lagher, 3 De G. F. & J. 515) to be “‘ made with reference 
to and upon the faith or credit of that estate,” but an 
engagement, such as that in Flower v. Buller, made 
expressly with reference to the expectation of acquiring 
future property, appears to present no such difficulty ; 
and, whether Pike v. Fitzgibbon was or was not rightly 
decided, we think that the decision in Flower v. Buller 
will stand. 





THERE IS A LEGAL PERIODICAL, published on the other 
side of the Atlantic, which has for some time past re- 
printed without acknowledgment, and as if they were 
original leaders, articles appearing in this journal. 
Apart from antiquated notions of literary honesty, we 
do not know that this practice offers any special ground 
for complaint. But we do object to have ascribed to us 
articles or paragraphs which have not appeared in our 
columns. Our useful and usually carefully conducted 
contemporary, Public Opinion, on the 17th inst., pro- 
fessed to copy from the Soxicrrors’ Journal a paragraph, 
containing some not very well considered observations on 
“Parochial Law Fees in Wales,” and next week pub- 
lished a letter from a Welsh correspondent expressing 
surprise “that such an authority as the Sotrcrronrs’ 
JournaL should not see through such a simple affair as 
this.” We ought hardly to be expected to “see 
through” an affair which never came within the range 
of our observation. 





On Wepnxspay tast Vice-Chancellor Malins rose at 
twelve o’clock, notwithstanding he had begun his day 
with about fifteen causes in his list, We may perhaps 
be permitted to suggest that if there was in this court 
& separate list of witness causes, and days specially de- 
voted to them, and other days devoted to the non- 
witness causes, there would be less chance of the ocour- 
rence of such an event as that of Wednesday, 








WHAT RATE OF INCOME TAX SHOULD BE 
DEDUCTED? 


Tr appears from the answer of Mr. Gladstone to Lord 
E. Cecil that “the Inland Revenue Department have for 
a long time been in the habit, without any strict legal 
authority, of acting provisionally on the resolutions of 
the House of Commons with respect to income tax,’ but 
that “when anyone remonstrates, the Inland Revenue 
authorities are careful to state that if a person does not 
acquiesce he is quite at liberty to decline any de- 
duction beyond the rate imposed by Act of Parliament,” 
and Sir Stafford Northcote explained that ‘‘ the deduc- 
tion is made when the resolution is passed, on the 
understanding that, if it should not ultimately become 
law, repayment would be made,” while, on the other 
hand, “if the deduction be not made, and the resolution 
becomes law, it could be exacted afterwards.” There is 
no doubt that some confusion has been caused by the 
practice of acting upon “ resolutions,” and this confusion 
is increased by the novel clause (clause 50) in the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Bill of this session, ‘‘thatin 
the case of dividends . . . due or payable half-yearly or 
quarterly in the course of the year which commenced on 
the 6th of April, 1880, where’a half-yearly payment or 
quarterly payment shall have become due or payable 
prior to the passing of this Act, and duty at the rate of 
fivepence only shall have been paid thereon, such half- 
yearly payment, or the two first quarterly payments, 
shall be deemed to have been or to be chargeable only 
with the duty of fivepence granted by the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1880, and the other half. 
yearly payment, or the two other quarterly payments, 
shall be chargeable, and assessed, and charged with 
the duty of sevenpence.” 

The practice of dividend-paying companies, &c., in 
view of this clause, has been highly diversified. In 
some instances there has been deducted the legal 
fivepence only; in some instances the resolution six- 
pence; in one instance fivepence-halfpenny, being three 
months at fivepence, and three months at sixpence; in 
another instance fivepence, with a warning that seven- 
pense will be charged next dividend day, “if 
the resolution should pass into law.” Of course, 
any deduction except of fivepence is absolutely 
illegal, and we fail to see any convenience in the prac- 
tice of acting upon “ resolutions,” except that accruing 
to the Exchequer by obtaining payments in advance 
without discount. 


It is well to point out, however, that the practice, 
though not authorized, is recognized by a statute passed 
in 1862 (25 Vict. c. 22), and incorporated by refer- 
ence in every Income Tax Act passed since that year 
(see for instance Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1880, 43 Vict. c. 14,8. 5). By section 43 of 25 Vict. c. 
22, it is enacted that persons intrusted with the pay- 
ments of dividends falling due since the 5th of April and 
before the passing of that Act, are to make returns there- 
of to the Special Commissioners of Income Tax, “* speci- 
fying the sums, if any, deducted or retained” by them 
“in respect of income tax, to become chargeable there- 
on by the authority of Parliament in this present session "; 
and that the Special Commissioners are to make assess- 
mente upon such dividends, &c., ‘‘ as if this Act had been 
in force on the 6th day of A 1862.” The Income 
Tax Acts are annual Acts, on the 5th pay. 
in every year, and the formula for incorporating 
section into each annual Act is that “‘ for the of 
this Act, the year 1862 mentioned in the section of 
the 25th and 26th years of her Majesty, chapter 22, 
shall be read as and deemed to mean the year”— 
1878, 1879, or 1880 as the case may be. The Customs 
and Inland Revenue Bill now before Parliament con- 
tains no such clause (and, indeed, the 43rd section ofthe 
Act of 1862 would require some little variation in its 
terms before it could be incorporated), but 
for it the clause imposing an extra penny on the tax- 
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payer who is so cantankerous as to object to a deduction 
from his income on account of an illegal payment in 
advance. 





THE PARTNE¢RSHIP BILL. 


Ir is stated that the Board of Trade and the promoters 
of the Partnerships (No. 2) Bill have come to an agree- 
ment as to that measure, and that it will be proceeded 
with without delay. As it contains new provisions of 
great commercial importance, it may be desirable briefly 
to indicate their purport, leaving detailed criticism until 
it is seen whether there is any reasonable prospect of the 
Bill becoming law this session. 

Parts 1 to 3 of the measure are devoted to a consoli- 
dation of the existing law of private partnerships, and 
afford little scope for observation beyond the points to 
which attention is drawn in the memorandum accom- 
panying the Bill. It may be desirable, however, to 
notice some few of these. The definition of partnership 
in clause 6 is ‘the relation which subsists between 
persons who have agreed to share the profits of a busi- 
ness carried on by all or any of them on behalf of all of 
them.” It will be remembered that in Pooley v. Driver 
(25 W. R. 162) the Master of the Rolls pointed out that 
Kents’ definition of a partnership as “the contract of 
two or more competent persons to place their money, 
effects, labour, and skill, or some or all of them, in 
lawful commerce or business, and to divide the profit or 
bear the loss in certain proportions,” was incomplete, 
inasmuch as it did not include a dormant partner 
without any such contribution, as, for instance, the 
widow of a deceased partner. The present definition is 
intended to meet this criticism, but we are not clear that 
the words “‘on behalf of all of them” are sufficiently 
definite to exclude from partnership the case of a mere 
sharer in the profits. 

Bovill’s Act is to be repealed, but re-enacted in 
clauses 11 to 15. We cannot help thinking that it is a 
mistake to retain without change the provisions of that 
very unsatisfactory Act. Why, for instance, should the 
words “the advance of money, by way of loan,” under 
which it has been held that the money must not be ad- 
vanced for the purposes of the business, but as a personal 
loan to the trader (Pooley v. Driver, 25 W. R. 164; Ex 
parte Delhasse, 26 W. R. 341), be retained? As a matter 
of fact, the money is always borrowed for the purposes 
of a business, and it is absurd that provisions in the 
agreement as to the loan contemplating the actual state 
of facts should render the statutory provision nugatory. 
Again, in clause 15, the words “ shall not be entitled to 
recover anything in respect of his loan” are retained, 
under which it was held in Ex parte Sheil (25 W. R. 
420) that a mortgagee who hud stipulated for a share of 
profits in lieu of interest could obtain payment of his 
debt before the other creditors in case of the borrower's 
bankruptcy, because the right of the mortgagee is not to 
“recover” the money, but to keep the estate until it is 


In clause 38, it is proposed to adopt the view that 

** where land has become partnership property, it shall 
be treated, as between the partners (including the repre- 
sentatives of a deceased partner), and also as between 
the heirs of a deceased partner and his executors and 
rs, a8 personal and not real estate, unless a 

contrary intention appears either by express agreement 
or by the conduct of the partners.” This is certainly 
the result of the later authorities, which, however, since 
Phillips v, Phillips (1 My. & K. 649), have been decisions 
of courte of first instance, but we have never felt very 
clear as to the reasonableness of this unqualified doctrine, 
Clause 44 proposes to make a notice in writing of retire- 
ment sufficient to determine a partnership at will where 
the partnership has been ly constituted by deed. 
It has never been decided (see 1 Lindley, 221), that a 
partnership constituted by deed can only be dissolved by 








deed, but in Doe v. Miles (4 Oamp. 373) the quéstion was 
raised, but Lord Ellenborough presumed thatasthepartners 
had all signed a notice advertising a dissolution, such 
dissolution had been effected with all due solemnity. 

Clause 58 proposes to provide that, “‘ after a dissolu- 
tion, every partner in the dissolved firm, or his represen- 
tatives, may, in the absence of any agreement to the 
contrary, restrain any other partner, or his representative, 
from carrying on the same business under the firm 
name until the affairs of the firm have been wound up 
and the partnership property disposed of.” This clause 
is stated to have been framed in accordance with 
the opinion expressed in Lindley (vol. 2, p. 862); but 
since that opinion was published, the case of Levy v. 
Walker (27 W. R. 370) has been decided, and, possibly, 
Mr. Justice Lindley might now see cause to modify his 
opinion. 

The fourth part of the Bill is that to which special 
attention should be directed. It proposes to introduce 
limited partnerships corresponding to the Société en Com- 
mandite, and thespecial partnerships authorized by statute 
in most of the United States. The system proposed to 
be adopted may beshortly described as follows:—A limited 
partnership may be formed for a fixed term, consisting of 
one or more general partners and one or more limited 
partners. The firm name must not contain the name of 
any limited partner, and the partnership must be regis- 
tered under the Act, otherwise every partner therein will 
be deemed to be a general partner. This registra- 
tion is to be effected by sending by post or delivering 
to the registrar a statement in writing giving the 
firm name, the nature of the business, the place 
or places cf the business ; the full name, usual residence, 
and other occupation, if any, of each partner; 
the term for which the partnership is entered into; 
a statement that the partnership is limited, and the de- 
scription of every limited partner as such; the sum 
contributed or to be contributed by each limited partner, 
and whether paid or to be paid in cash, or how otherwise, 
and the amount already paid up in respect of such con- 
tribution, and the date or dates at which the residue, if 
any, is payable. This statement is to be signed by each 
partner in the presence of a witness. The limited part- 
ner’s liability for the debts and obligations of the firm 
will be limited to the amount which he has contributed 
or undertaken to contribute to the partnership property ; 
he will not be liable to be made bankrupt in respect of 
the dealings or liabilities of the partnership, and he may, 
with the consent of the general partners, deal with the 
firm, and exercise upon his own account any business 
competing or interfering with the business of tho firm. 
His consent will be necessary to the admission of new 
general partners. On the other hand, he will have no 
right to take part in the management of the partnership 
business except as agent or servant of the firm, and he 
will have no authority to bind the firm except by 
acts done in the course of such agency or service. 
He will not be entitled to a voice or vote in the 
decision of matters relating to the ordinary course 
of the partnership business, and his death will 
not dissolve the partnership as between the surviving or 
continuing partners. If he makes default in payment 
of his contribution to the partnership property, he will 
be liable to be sued for it by the general partners ; he will 
not be able during the continuance of the partnership 
to draw out any part of his contribution, and if at 
any time during the partnership the capital is diminished 
below the amount contributed by the limited partner 
or partners, any limited partner receiving interest or 
profits on his share, is to be liable as a general part- 
ner for all partnership debts contracted in the time 
during which the partnership capital has been s0 
diminished. 

It is obvious that if these provisions are passed into 
law, and are at all generally acted upon, the result 
will be something like a commercial revolution. It 
does not fall within our province to discuss the considera- 
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-tions of commercial convenience by which the question 
-of the adoption or rejection of this Bill must be decided, 
but unless we are greatly mistaken it will afford a con- 
siderable opportunity for fraud. 





RETRACTATION OF EXECUTORS ASSENT 
TO LEGACY. 


“Tue contention of counsel in Ballard v. Marsden (L. R. 
14 Ch. D. 374), that “an assent to a legacy once given 
cannot be retracted by the executors, but is positive for 
all purposes,” draws attention to the unreasonableness of 
some of the old unqualified rules relating to an exe- 
cutor’s assent to a legacy. Wentworth lays it down 
that, “‘ if the executor do once declare his assent that the 
legatee shall have his legacy, he may then enter into it or 
take it, notwithstanding the executor’s countermand or 
revocation of his assent after.” (Office of Executcr, 415.) 
Lord Hardwicke, in Mead v. Lord Orrery (3 Atk. at p. 
238), speaks of specific legatees as having a specific lien 
on the assets for their specific part after the executor has 
assented. And in Doe v. Guy (3 East. at p. 124) Lord 
Ellenborough says that, “according to the doctrine laid 
down in the cases of Paramour v. Yardley (Plow. 539), 
and Young v. Holmes (1 Stra. 73), and in 4 Co. 28b, the 
assent of the executor once given to a specific legacy 
‘vests the interest at law irrevocably.” There is, indeed, 
no doubt that at law the title to anything specifically 
‘bequeathed vests upon the assent of the executor 
absolutely in the legatee, so as to enable him to bring 
an action of ejectment for a leasehold (Doe v. Young, 
3 East. 129), or trover for goods epecifically bequeathed 
(Williams v. Lee, 3 Atk. 223). But the surprising thing is 
that equity should have turned such a deaf ear to the woes 
of the imprudent but honest executor. No doubt where 
the legatee has sold his specific legacy toa bond fide 
purchaser on the strength of the executor’s assent, it 
‘would be unjust that such purchaser should be prejudiced 
by the revocation of such assent (see Chamberlain v. 
Chamberlain, Ch. Cas. 256). But suppose an executor 
assents to a legacy under the impression, for which there 
exist reasonable grounds, that the assets are sufficient to 
answer all demands upon them, but unknown debts are 
unexpectedly claimed; a deficiency arises, and the 
executor, thereupon, withdraws his assent, surely any- 
one would admit that it would be reasonable that the 
executor should be at liberty to do so. But, so far as we 
know, there is no higher direct authority than Roper 
{p. 855) for the proposition that he will be permitted to 


-do 80. 


The analogy of the rules relating to refunding legacies 
which have been actually paid over would, however, 
seem to show that, whenever the point comes to be 
formally decided, Roper’s dictum must be affirmed. 
‘The general rule as to payment of legacies is not only 
that a legacy once paid cannot be recovered by the 
executor, but that where an executor voluntarily pays 
one cr more legacies, he is presumed to have re- 
ceived sufficient assets to discharge all the rest ; and, 
although the fact be otherwise, evidence will not 
be admitted to that effect. In such cases, therefore, 
the executor will be under the necessity of making up 
the deficiency out of his own moneys, since a court of 
-equity will not (with the exception to be presently men- 
tioned) permit him to institute proceedings against 
any of the legatees so paid to oblige them 
to refund (see Orr v. Kaines, 2 Ves, sen. 194; Newman 
v. Barton, 2 Vern, 205), “ For it being the executor’s 
-own folly to make such payments before the amount of 
the estate could be ascertained, or his negligence in not 
acquainting himself with its amount, when that infor- 
mation might have been obtained, neither of these 
grounds entitles him to the interference of a court of 
equity to be relieved against his acts and assents to the 
legacies” (1 Roper on Legacies, 456). It is to be ob- 
served, however, that Raymond, C.J., in his opinion in 





Edwards v. Freeman (2 P. Wms. at p. 446), enters a 
protest against this doctrine. He says that “if an 
executor pays a legacy on thé stipposition that there are 
assets to pay all the other legacies, and there happens a 
deficiency, the court will make the legatee who is psid 
his full legacy refund.” And in Davis v. Davis (8 
Vin. Abr., “‘ Devise,” 423, pl. 35), it is stated that where 
an executor filed a bill against a legatee to refund a legacy 
voluntarily paid to him by the executor, the assets 
not being sufficient to pay the testator's debts, the court 
ordered the legatee to refund. But the general rule 
seems to be as it is laid down by Roper. An 
exception has, however, been admitted where the 
payment of the legacy by the executor was not voluntary, 
but the legatee had recovered his legacy by decree. In 
this case the legatee must refund on a deficiency of 
assets (Newman v. Barton, 2 Vern. 205). And it 
appears that in case a debt of which the executor was 
unaware (i.¢., if is presumed unaware, although reason- 
able inquiry had been made) come to light after the 
assent has been given, equity will lend its help to the 
exeeutor to compel the legatees to refund. Thus in 
Nelthrop v. Hill Bisece (Ch. Cas. 135), it was said, and 
admitted by the court, that “‘if executors pay out the 
assets in legacies, and afterwards debts appear, and they 
be forced to pay them, of which they had no notice 
before the legacies paid, the executors, by a Bill 
here might force the legatees to refund.” Andin Atkins 
v. Hill (1 Cowp. at p. 287), Lord Mansfield said, “Jt is 
objected that this court [King’s Bench] cannot compel a 
legatee to refund if debts should appear. In that case 
he would be liable to refund whether he gave security or 
not, for it would be the case of payment upon a mistaken 
ground.” It appears that the same principle must apply 
to the executor’s assent, where the legacy has not been 
handed over to the legatee. 

The question which Mr. Justice Fry had to decide in 
Ballard v. Marsden was whether executors, after setting 
apart assets to meet a trust legacy, could retain any 
part of such assets in respect of a debt due from the 
legatee to the testator’s estate. The legacy was given 
to the executors upon trust to invest aud pay the in- 
come to a lady for her life. They invested a sum in 
East India Stock to meet the legacy, and their solicitors 
wrote a letter to the lady admitting that the stock was 
appropriated to this purpose. It is not easy to see how 
they could have more conclusively divested themselves 
of the office of executors gud this sum of stock and 
accepted the office of trustees. The general law of the 
court, as Lord Selborne said in Jn re Batchelor (L. R. 
16 Eq., at p. 483), is that a legatee, who is also a debtor 
to the testator’s estate, cannot (unless an intention that 
he should do so is manifested by the will) claim pay- 
ment of his legacy without paying the debt, and there- 
fore that the executors may in such a case retain the 
debt out of the legacy when payable. But the questior 
in Ballard v. Marsden was a very different one; and, 
with submission, we should have thought that, in 
that case, instead of raising any question as to the effect 
of assent, it would have been sufficient to say that, by 
accepting the trust, with knowledge of the existence of 
the claim which subsequently ripened into a debt to the 
testator (see the judgment, p. 377), the executors must be 
taken to have abandoned their right to set off or retain 
the debt (see the judgment in Stammers v. Elliott, 16 
W. R., at p. 490). 





_— 


There should be added to the list of names of gentle- 
men who passed the last final examination the name of 
Mr. Alban Walmsley. 

We are requested to state that Dr. Cassionatti, a 
distinguished Greek advocate, lately president of the 
Parliament of Greece, is now in London for the ~—— 
of studying our judicial system. We do not doubt 
every assistance will be rendered him by the officers of 
the various courts, 
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Recent Becistans. 


STALE DEMANDS. 
(In re Rutherford, Brown v. Rutherford, C.A., 28 
W. R. 802.) 

Independently of the Statute of Limitations, the 
courts, from a very early period, held that after the 
lapse of twenty years a bond must be presumed to have 
been paid; and in Duffield v. Creed (5 Esp. 52), Lord 
Ellenborough extended the same presumption to a 
promissory note. In the present case the plaintiff claimed 
to be allowed to prove in an administration action for 
principal and interest on a promissory note indorsed 
with a note of payment of interest in 1858, since which 
time there was no evidence of any interest having been 
paid. The note was made payable three months after 
demand, and it was contended that there was no 
evidence of demand having been made, and the Statute 
of Limitations only ran after demand made. But 
the court met this contention with a two-fold answer : 
first, the demand was a stale one; and next (following 
Bamfield v. Tupper, 7 Ex. 27, where Parke, B., said that 
payment of interest was an acknowledgment that the 
debt was due, and an act from which a promise might 
be implied to pay the debt), they held that the indorse- 
ment cf payment of interest was evidence of demand 
made for payment of the note. 








A correspondent writes :—“ It appears from the report 
of proceedings of the Metropolitan Board of Works that 
communications have passed between them and the Com- 
missioners of Sewers of the City of London with reference 
to a proposed improvement in Breams’-buildings, the 
effect of which would be to continue Carey-street across 
Chancery-lane, and immediately north of the Record 
Office, into Fetter-lane. Without donbt such an im- 
provement would be a relief to the extensive heavy traffic 
which now passes along Carey-street and down Chancery- 
lane into Fleet-street; but unless Carey-street is con- 
tinued across Fetter-lane so as to lead the traffic down 
into Farringdon-street, it will not be likely to induce 
carmen to abstain from turning their horses’ heads down 
Chancery-lane instead of proceeding to Fetter-lane. I 
recognize this proposed improvement as part of a scheme 
more than thirty years old which, in addition to pro- 
longation of Carey-street in an easterly direction, 
comprised the opening of Great Turnstile as a roadway 
for vehicles, and a continuation of Carey-street towards 
the west, and joining Drury-lane opposite the end of 
Long Acre. It may be questioned whether it would be 
advisable to invite extra heavy traffic past the Royal 
Courts of Justice, as it would probably come in such 
quantities as to create noise and confusion where quiet 
is essentially necessary. What portions of this ancient 
scheme it is intended to carry out I am not informed ; 
its incubation took place about the time the site for the 
New Law Courts was originally proposed to be where it 
now is, and evidently with a view to facilitate aceess to 
the new buildings. If the new streets are brought into 
existence, they will inevitably attract the vehicular 
traffic, and may perhaps cause great inconvenience; if 
they are not formed complaints will be made of the diffi- 
culty of access from the north to the Royal Courts of 
Justice ; and this little nut is one which it must be left 
to the Metropolitan Board of Works to crack.” 


Attorney-General Ward, says the Albany Law Jcurnal, 
has given an opinion that telegraph poles are to be assessed 
as real estate. He says: “It is entirely clear to my mind 
that these telegraph structures are ‘articles erected upon 
and affixed to the land,’ so as to create an interest therein, 
and are, to the extent of the value thereof, Jand of the 
telegraph company erecting them, and as such liable to 
taxation. And it isthe duty of the assessors of the several 
towns and wards of this State to assesa the same as land 
to the value thereof, so far as any of their lines extend 
through their reepective assessment districts,” 














General CurrespanvVence. 


CALL OF SOLICITORS TO THE BAR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Your readers have, doubtless, perused with muck 
interest the report contained in the columns of your’ 
issue of the 24th inst. of the proceedings at the last 
annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society. The 
subject of the call of solicitors to the bar was, apparently, . 
the one topic of abiding attraction, and I notice that 
when gentlemen of probably a more prosaic mental 
constitution, and with, perhaps, a keener eye to the- 
main chance, sought to divert the discussion towards the 
question of solicitors’ remuneration, their efforts were 
invariably futile. Amongst the gentlemen whose minds. 
were agitated on the score of remuneration was Mr. 
Proudfoot, and he had, also, something to say on the call’ 
of solicitcrs to the bar. Now, with Mr. Proudfoot’s views 
on remuneration I am not, at present, concerned ; indeed, 
I cannot say that the subject has, at any time, any great 
attraction for me, convinced as I am that a good 
lawyer, worthy of his hire, will get it. But 1 have read, 
with much regret, Mr. Proudfoot’s views on the question 
of the call of solicitors to the bar; and, with your per- 
mission, I desire to make a comment or two thereon. 

“The rules,” Mr. Proudfoot is reported to have said». 
“at the present moment, were as good as rules could be, 
and if a gentleman desired to go from that branch of 
the profession to the other, it was quite right that he 
should take a little time in order that he might prepare 
himself for the different sphere which he was desirous to 
enter ; and if he was a young man it was quite proper: 
he should have three years, if-necessary, in order to pre- 
pare himself and make himself perfect for the position: 
he was going to take.” 

A contented mind is a continual feast, and all must. 
envy Mr. Proudfoot that complacent satisfaction with- 
the things that be which enables him to delare the rules: 
which fetter the able and ambitious solicitor as good as. 
rules can be. 

If Mr. Proudfoot will go one step further and declare 
that a solicitor has no right to be either able or ame 
bitious, I might feel constrained to admit the excellence 
of the rules in question; but my observation having 
taught me that, even among solicitors, ability and am- 
bition are to be found, I must dissent from Mr. 
Proudfoot’s conclusion. In enunciating the propositions 
contained in the latter portion of the part of his speech: 
I have quoted, Mr. Proudfoot appears to have lost sight 
of what the advocates for a removal of the present 
restrictions on solicitors are entitled to lay down as 
postulate. I mean that it may be taken for granted 
that only the more able and accomplished of the 
solicitors will, at any time, seek to be called to the bar ; 
and the supposition that they require any time “to pre- 
pare for the different sphere they are desirous to enter,” 
is based upon a most amazing ignorance of the relative 
acguirements of the good solicitor and the average 
barrister. I could introduce to Mr. Proudfoot solicitors: 
who are accomplished lawyers, ready and eloquent advo- 
cates, and perfect gentlemen—men who have the pick 
of all worth having in both contentious and non-conten- 
tious business—~but whom the jealous benchers would. 
declare not fit to take professional rank with those imma- 
culate youths whose tenurecof a junior brief at quarter 
sessions is a period of agony to the unfortunate solicitors 
suffering silently in the well infront. As for Mr. Proud- 
foot’s assertion, that ‘‘ not one solicitor out of a hundre® 
wished to avail himself of the admission to the bar,” E 
am not prepared to contradict it, having as little know- 
ledge of the percentage in question on which to base @ 
contradiction to such statement as, in all probability, 
Mr. Proudfoot had on which to make it. But when Mr. 
Proudfoot asserts that when that solitary one did get to 
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tthe bar, “he would do no good,” Mr. Proudfoot 
gratuitously insults his own order. 
Huddersfield, July 26. D. F. E. Syxzs, LL.B. 





ARTICLED CLERKS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have read with some interest your report of 
the discussion at the annual meeting of the Incorporated 
‘Law Society, which I was unable to attend, upon Mr. 
G. R. Dodd’s proposal to establish scholarships, and I 
regret that his resolutions were not carried. In my 
opinion his arguments were not satisfactorily answered 
by the president and others, and, in fact, were unanswer- 
able. I trust that Mr. Dodd will not allow the subject 
‘to drop, and that, should he again bring it forward, he 
avill be better supported than he was on this occasion. 

J. W.S. 

11, Queen Victoria-street, London, July 28. 








Cases of the Heck. 


CHamPErTy—TrustEE In BANKRUPTOY—SALE oF BANK- 
‘gupt’s Ricut or AcTion—BAnkruptcoy Act, 1869, ss. 4, 
‘17, 25.—In a case of Seear v. Lawson, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 21st inst., the question arose whether a 
trastee in bankruptcy is empowered by section 25 of the 
‘Bankruptcy Act, 1869, to sell, as part of the bankrupt’s 
“property, a right of action to recover property which had 
been vested in the vankrupt. The plaintiff, who was the 
trustee in bankruptcy of one Webster, claimed by the 
writ in the action to have it declared that a deed, which 
ypurported to be an absolute conveyance of certain property 
‘by the bankrupt to the defendant, ought to stand only as 
a security for money advanced by the defendant to the 
bankrupt, and that the plaintiff might redeem the property 
on that footing. After the issue of the writ the plaintiff 
executed adeed by which, in consideration of £2,000 paid 
to him by one Chatterton, he assigned to Chatterton his 
right to the property, the subject of the action. Chatterton 
then obtained an order of course, under ord. 50, r. 3, that 
he should be at liberty to carry on and prosecute the 
action and the proceedings therein in like manner as the 
same might have been carried on and prosecuted by the 
plaintiff if he had not assigned his interest. The defend. 
“ant applied to Bacon, V.C., to discharge the order, on the 
ground that the assignment to Chatterton was really an 
-assignment of nothing bat a right of action, and that 
it was void on the ground of champerty. Bacon, 
V.C., held that the right to bring the action had vested 
dn the trustee as part of the bankrupt’s property, by 
wirtue of sections 4 and 17 of the Bankruptcy Act, and 
that consequently the trustee was empowered to sell it 
ty nection 25, which empowers the trustee “to sell all 
the property of the bankrupt.” His lordship, therefore, 
refused to discharge the order. This decision was affirmed 
by the Court of Appeal (Jesser, M.R., and JamEs and 
Brett, L.JJ.). Jxsser, M.R., said that, assuming what 
he did not mean to decide, that the bankrupt himself could 
not have lawfully made the assignment, it was clear that 
the right to bring the action passed to the trustee by virtue 
of sections 4 and 17. It was impossible that the right 
could remain in the bankrupt. And then section 25 gave 
ithe trustee power to sell all the property of the bankrupt. 
‘The word “property” must have the same meaning in 
both sections, If the trustee got the right of action, why 
@hould he not realize it for the benefit of the creditors of 
the bankrapt? He might not have sufficient funds to 
earry on the action himself. The words of section 25 were 
plain. James, L.J,, said it was intended that the trustee 
‘should be able to sell whatever vested in him as property 
of the bankrupt, and his lordship thought that the trustee 
could even sell a right of action in relation to property of 
the bankrupt which the bankrupt himself would not bave 
= aalanenee G. 8. & H. Brandon; Minet, Smith, § 

larvie, 





Costs — Taxation — APPORTIONMENT — CLAIM AND 
CouNTER-CLAIM DISMIssED witH Costs—OrD. 19, zn, 3.—In 
a case of Mason v. Brentim, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 21st inst., the question arose how the costs of a claim 
and counter-claim ought to be taxed, both having been 
dismissed with costs. The taxing master taxed the costs 
of the claim at £350, and the extra costs cocasioned by 
the counter-claim at £10 103. The plaintiff objected to 
the taxation, on the ground that those items in the de- 
fendants’ bill of cost which did not relate exclusively to 
the claim or to the counter-claim, but were common to 
both, onght to have been apportioned between the two. The 
taxing master held that the principle of taxation was 
settled by the decision of Fry, J., in Saner v. Bilton (27 
W. R. 472, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 416, 23 Soxicrrors’ JournaL, 
426), and he overruled the objection. Malins, V.O., 
affirmed the taxing master’s decision, and the Court of 
Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., and James and Brett, L.JJ.) took 
the same view. JEsseL, M.R., said that be entirely 
agreed with the decision of Fry, J., in Saner v. Bilton, and 
the reasons which he had given for it. And James, L.J., 
said that it must be understood that the rule there laid 
down was the established rule of the court. 


LrasE oy BANKRUPT—ASSIGNMENT BY TRUSTEE TO Eqrit- 
ABLE Mok TGAGEE—1NDEMNITY—DISCLAIMER— BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, s. 23.—In a case of Ez parte Buxton, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 22nd inst, the question arose 
whether an equitable mortgagee by deposit of a lease from a 
bankropt is bound, on taking an assignment of the lease 
from the trustee in the bankruptcy, to indemnify the trustee 
against liability on the covenants of the lease. The bank- 
rupt had deposited the lease of his shop with the appellant 
to secure the repayment of an advance. There was a momo- 
randum accompanying the deposit, but, at the commence- 
ment of the bankruptcy, no assignment of the lease had been 
executed to the mortgagee. The trustee in the bankruptcy 
applied to the court for leave to disclaim the lease, and 
served notice of his application on the lessor and on the 
mortgagee. The mortgagee desired to have the lease assigned 
to him, and the lessor was willing to accept him as a tenant. 
The trustee was willing to assign to the —— bat in- 
sisted that the mortgagee ought to indemnify him against 
liability under the lease, and in particular that he ought to 
pay a quarter's rent for the property which was actually 
due. The mortgagee objected to do this. The registrar 
made a simple order giving the trustee leave to disclaim the 
lease. The mortgagee appealed, and at his instance the 
Court of Appeal granted an injunction restraining the trustee 
from executing a disclaimer pending the appeal. Before the 
Court of Appeal it was contended that the trustee of a 
bankrupt who assigns property of which the bankrupt is a 
lessee is not entitled to any indemnity frem the assignee, 
because he takes the lease only by operation of law ; acd 
his liability on the covenants ceases when he assigas the 
lease, reliance being placed on Wilkins v. Fry (1 Mer. 244 
anda statement in Davidson’s Conveyancing, 2nd ed., vol. 1, 
p. 477. The court (Jamxs, Brerr, and Corrox, L.JJ.) 
held that the trustee was entitled to an indemnity. Jamzs, 
L.J., said that if the equitable mortgagee intercepts the 
trustee’s statutory right of disclaimer, he must take 
the property, like any other person, on the usual 
terms—t.¢., Te must covenant to indemnify the trustee 
against liability under the lease. The trastee would not get 
the benefit of a disclaimer ; he would assign the lease as a 
continuing lessee. And as he would have to retain a liability 
which he would otherwise have got rid of, the assignee 
must indemnify him against the consequences of his retain- 
ing the lease up to the date of the assignment, He must, 
therefore, pay the quarter's rent.—Soicrtors, Winter & Co. ; 
Goldberg & Langdon ; Deane, Chubb, & Co. 


ApyoprcaTtion or Banxruproy — Appricatioxn To 
Annut—Pexsons To bs Servep—Time For APrPsalLinec— 
Extension or Trxe—Orp. 58, ne. 9, 15.—In a case of 
Ez parte Ward, before the Court of Appeal on the 22ad 
noti 7 Ms appeal pach ge: dad bry pow sow ad 4 
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the trustee ought to have been served, and the court 
(James, Brett, and Cotron, L.JJ.) held that the objection 
was well founded, inasmuch as the adjadication, when 
made, inured to the benefit of all the bankrupt’s creditors, 
And the hearing of the appeal was adjourned to enable 
the appellant to serve the trustee. The trustee was then 
served. He eppeared by counsel on the adjourned hearing, 
and the objection was raised on his bebalf that the notice 
of appeal bad been served upon him more than twenty-one 
days after the refusal of the application to annul. It was 
urged on bebalf of the eppellant that the petitioning 
creditor was really the essential person to be served, and 
it was asked that, at any rate, the court would extend the 
time for appealing. But the court held that the objection 
was a fatal one, and they refused to extend the time, and 
dismissed the appeal altogether.—Soxicitors, H. Aird ; 
Lumley § Lumley ; Gush § Phiilips. 





Exrrapition — Arrest — Discuarce — RE-ARREST ON 
Process ror Contempt or Cournt—Extrapition Act, 1870 
(33 & 34 Vicr. c. 52), 8. 19.—In a case of Pooley v. Whetham, 
before the Coort of Appeal on the 23rd inst., a question 
arose upon the construction of section 19 of the Extradition 
Act, 1870, which provides that when a person accused or 
convicted of any crime, which, if eommitted in England, 
would be one of the crimes described in the first schedule to 
the Act, is surrendered by a foreign State, “such person shall 
not, until he has been restored or had an opportunity of re- 
turning to such foreign State, be triable or tried for any 
offence committed prior to the surrender, in any part of her 
Majesty's domivions, other than such of the said crimes as 
msy be proved by the facts on which the surrender is 
grounded.” On the 3rd of September, 1879, an order was 
made in the action directing the plaintiff to give up posses- 
sion of a certain railway toa receiver who had been ap- 
pointed by the court. This order was served on the plain- 
tiff personally, but he did not obey it, and on the 20th of 
September a writ of attachment was issued against him for 
his contempt. On the 22nd of October he was adjudicated 
a bankrupt, end he soon afterwards left England. On the 
Ist of June, 1880, he was arrested in Paris, and was brought 
over to England under the Extradition Act, under a warrant 
issued upon the application of the trustee in the bankruptcy, 
on the allegation that be had committed a crime against the 
bankruptcy law (one of the crimes mentioned in the first 
schedule to the Extradition Act) in not having delivered over 
to the trustee the books and papers in his custody or control 
relating to his estate. The plaintiff was then lodged in gaol. 
The mogistrate by whom the charge was heard dismissed it, 
and the plaintiff wes released. He was then arrested again 
under the attachment, and lodged in Hoiloway Gaol. He 
spplied te be discharged, on the ground that by section 19 
he was privileged from srrest for an offence committed before 
his surrender under the Extradition Act, until he had had 
anu opportunity of returning to France. Bacon, V.C., re- 
fosed to discharge bim, and this decision was affirmed by the 
Court of Appeal (James, Brerr, and Cortoy, L.JJ.), on the 
ground that the section applies only to criminal offences 
against the State for which a mar could be tried, and that it 
does not apply to a mere civil process to enforce obedience to 
the order of the court on bebalf of a private person. —Soxici- 
tors, Harper, Broad, ¢ Batteuck ; Newman, Stretton, & 
Hilliard. 





Locat Boarp or HeattH—Exrenses or SEWERING AND 
Pavinc—Cuarce os Lanp—Liwiration oy Time vor 
Recovertse—11 & 12 Vict. c. 43,8. 11—11 & 12 Vict. c. 
63, ss. 69, 129-21 & 22 Vict. c. 98, 8. 62.—In a case of 
The Tottenhom Local Board y. Rowell, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 24th inst., the question arose whether the 
charge on land, which is created by section 62 of the Act 
21 & 22 Vict. c. 98, in favour of a local board, for the expenses 
of sewering and paving which the owner of the land is liable 
to pay under section 69 of the Act 11 & 12 Vict. c. 63, can 
be enforced after the expiration of the period of six months, 
which is limited for the recovery of the ex ngage 

; & 12 Vict. ¢, 43, 


perseodings °F. section 11 of the Act 1 
, VLC., held (28 W. R. 409) that the charge could 


not be enforced when the board bad not taken summary 
ceedings to recover the within the six months. 
Court of Appeal (James, Buxrr, and Corton, L.JJ.) reversed 








——~» 


this decision, holding that by section 62, the charge was im- 
posed on the land as soon as the expenses were inourred by- 
the board, and there was no limitation in the Act of the time- 
within which it could be enforced. The charge was not 
subsidiary to the summary remedy, but was a distinct 
remedy.—Soricirors, Heath § Parker ; Peckham, Maitland, 
§ Peckham. 


Apmrratty Action—TRiaL sy Jupge witH Navtican 
AssEssors—FviDENCE oF ExperTs—ADMISSIBILITY.—In 9 
case of The Sir Robert Peel, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 26th inst., the question arose whether, on the trial of 
an admiralty action before the judge of the Admiralty 
Division, assisted by nautical assessors, the evidence of 
nautical experts is admissible on the question of the proper 
management of a ship under given circumstances. Sir R.. 
Phillimore had rejected such evidence, and the Court of 
Appeal (Jamzs, Brett, and OCorron, L.JJ.) held that he 
was right in so doing, and that the decision of Dr. Lush- 
ington in the case of The Ann and Mary (2 W. Rob. 196) 
ought to be followed. Brett, L.J., said that ia this 
respect the practice of the Admiralty Division was differ. 
ent from that of the other courts. In other courts ques- 
tions of nautica] skill and science as to the management 
and movement of ships might be proved by the evidence 
of experts, but the Admiralty Court was instracted in 
such matters by nantical assessors, upon whose opinion: 
and advice the judge acted. It might be a different thing 
if the judge was sitting without assessors, and the rale- 
only applied to evidence as to the management of ships, 
for the coort had always received skilled evidence as te 
the loading of ships, which wasa matter before the com- 
mencement of the navigation.—SoLicirors, W. A. Crump 
& Son ; Lowless & Co. 





Power or APPpoINTMENT—COVENANT TO EXERCISE IN A. 
ParticuLak Way—VatipiTy or Exercise.—In a ease of 
Palmer v. Locke, before the Court of Appeal, on the 27th 
inst., a question arose as to the validity of the exercise of a. 
power of appointment among children. A testator by his 
will gave the residue of his property to trustees upon trust 
as to one-third part thereof, after the decease of the survivor: 
of his son and his son’s wife, for such of the son’s children as 
the son should by will appoint. The son entered into a 
bond with one of his own sons by which he bound himself to 
appoint to that son the sum of £5,000 at the least, and 
by his will he appointed £5,000 to him. It was contended 
that this exercise of the power was invalid, because the: 
donee’s discretion was fettered by the bond which he had: 
entered into. Jessel, M.R., contrary to his own opinion, but 
following a decisiun of Kindersley, V.C., in Cofin v. 
Cooper (2 Dr. & 8. 865), held that there had been a good 
execution of the power. 
decided contrary to the inclination of his own opinion in 
deference to prior authorities. The Court of Appeal (James, 
Brett, and Corton, L.JJ.) affrmed the decision. James, 
L.J., and Brett, L.J., thought that a bond or covenant by 
a donee of such a power to exercise it in a particular way: 
would be void, aol that the exercise of the power 
good. Corros, L.J., would express no opinion whether 
the bond or covenant would be void, but was of ae that,. 
if it were not, still the exercise of the power would be 
—Sonicitors, Burne & Hunt ; Last § Sons.. 


Practice—Noricgk oy TRIAL Berore Orricirat Rererer 
—JURISDICTION—JUDICATURE Aor, 1878, ss, 56, 57 —RuLEs 
or Court, 1875, Onp. 36, nz. 2, 3.—In a case of Braginton 
v. Yates, beforethe Master of the Rolls on the 23rd inst., 
the plaintiff had given notice of trial of the actior 
under ord. 36, rr. 2, 3, before an official referee, and the- 
defendants now moved that notwithstanding the notice the 
action might be heard before the judge, and that the notice: 
might be set aside as irregular, For the motion it was- 
contended, on the authority of Longman vy, Hast (26: 
W. R. 183), that asthe court had no power under sec- 
tions 56 and 57 of the Jadicature Act to direct the trial of 
an action before an official referee, a fortiori no notice of 
trial could be given in that way. ‘I'he plaintiff relied on 
the express provisions of ord. 36, rr. 2, 8, which were 
to be taken as part of the Act. Jxsszt, M.K., said he wae 





Kindersley, V.C., had himself 
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bound by the decision of the Appeal Court in Longman v. 
East. The court had there plainly decided that an action 
could not be referred to an official referee and that no 
official referee could direct judgment to be entered for the 
parties. Inferentially therefore the case also decided that 
there was no power to give notice of trial before an official 
referee. That case had been decided more than two years 
ago, and could not haveescaped the attentionof practitioners, 
and therefore he must allow the motion with costs.— 
Soxicrtors, Church, Sons, & Clarke ; Dubois & Reid. 





Practice—CounTER-GLAIM REFERRING TO ALLEGATIONS 
1n DerEnce—Motion To Exciupe as EmBARRASSING.—In 
a case of Williams v. Daniel, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 23rd inst., a motion was made to exclude a 
counter-claim, on the ground that it was embarrassing. 
The action was one to set aside an agreement on the 
ground of fraud. The defence denied the frand, and 
alleged the validity of the agreement, and by way of 
counter-claim the defendant claimed a sum due for com- 
mission under the agreement. The counter-claim, however, 
referred to the whole of the defence, and it was this 
reference that was considered embarrassing by the plain- 
tiff, as it was argued that it would necessitate his going 
through the whole of the allegations in the defence, 
whether material or not, and denying or dealing with them 
in some other way. It was contended that the only 
allegations that were material to the counter-claim were 
that there was the agreement, and that the commission 
was due, Jxssen, M.R., took this view, and considered 
the counter-claim as drawn to be embarrassing, and there- 
fore ordered it to be amended by stating specifically the 
allegations on which the defendants relied.—Sottcirors, 
Williams, James, & Wason ; Jones, Blaaland, ¢ Co. 


ee 


Witt — OnartraAste Bequest — Reparr or Toms — 
Wuote Fond Given To Valip Cuarity.—In a case of 
Re Rowe, Clifton v. Wilson, betore the Masterof the Rolls 
on the 26th inst.,a testator had given a sum of money 
upon trast out of the income to maintain and keep in 
repair @ grave, and subject thereto upon trust for certain 
charitable purposes. The residuary legatees contended that 
the whole gift was void and fell into the residue, and that 
his lordship should nct follow his decision in Re Birkett 
(L. RB. 9 Ch, D. 576), because certain of the earlier cases, 
where such gifts had been held wholly bad, were not 
referred to in the arguments, although they were com- 
mented upon in Fisk v. Attorney-General (L, R. 4 Eq. 521), 
and other cases which were cited. Jesser, M.R,, said that 
he was bound by authority to hold that the first part of 
the gift was bad, and that the whole went to the charities 
mentioned by the testator. In Re Birkett, although con- 
trary to his own opinion, he had followed four decisions of 
courts of first instance within ten years all one way, and 
he could not now differ from his earlier opinion. The point 
should not have been argued before him.—Soticrtors, 
Tippetts § Co. ; Carritt § Son; Layton ¢ Jaques ; Giraud ; 
Freshfields & Williams ; Norris, Allens, & Carter ; Lydali, 





Marrirep WoMAN—AGREEMENT TO CHARGE SEPARATE 
Estare—Expectancy on Degaru oF Living Person.— 
In a case of Flower v. Buller, before Denman, J. (sitting for 
Fry, J.), on the 27th inst., the question arose whether an 
agreement by a married woman to give a charge on her 
interest under the will of a living person, or as one of his 
next of kin in the event of his death intestate, was valid and 
enforceable against an interest which she afterwards acquired 
on the death of the person in question by a gift in his will to 
her separate use, Dsnaan, J., held that the agreement was 
valid and that it could be enforced against the interest 
eae under the will. He was of opinion that the decision 
of Malins, V.C., in Pike v. Fitagibbon (28 W. R. 667, ante, p. 
523), was an authority for so.holding, and that the principle 
of the decision of Turner, L.J., in Johnson v. Gallagher (9 
W. R. 506, 3 De G. F. & J, “9 was to the same effect.— 
Souicrrons, W. ¢ J. Flower § Nussey; G, 8. ¢ A, Brandon. 


— 





“Law Students’ Sournatl. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


On Wednesday, the 21st inst., a meeting of this society 
was held at Clement’s-ion Hall, Mr. C. Kains-Jackson in 
the chair. The subject of debate was, “ That the Govern. 
ment Bill rendering employers liable for injuries to their 
workmen should be sup ." Mr. Beanmont-Morice 
Opened the debate, and was supported by Messrs. Mott. 
Whitehouse, Phillips, Robinson, Harvey, Pickeragill, an 
Maclaren ; and opposed by Messrs. Rinner-Maxwell a 
D’A, B. Collier. Mr. Beaumoat-Morice replied, and upon 
&@ division, the motion was carried by a majority of seven 
votes. 


On Monday, the 26th inst., a meeting of this society 
was held at the Law Institution, The i 
moot was then discussed :—‘‘Is the principle of war- 
ranty of fitness as laid down in Smith v. Marr. 1 
& W. 5), and Wilson v. Finch-Hatton (25 W. R. 587 
capable of being extended to ordinary leases of honags. 
Manchester Bonding Warehouses Company v. Garr (42 L. T. 
N. 8. 211).” Mr. Collyer opened the discussion in the 
affirmative; Messrs. Shera and Tillotson argued in favour 
of, and Messrs. Whitehouse, Owen, and Pickeragill argued 
against, the opinion of the opener. Mr, Collyer replied, 
and the chairman having summed up, the moot was decided 
in the affirmative, 

On Wednesday, the 28th inst., the usual weekly meeting 
of this society was held in Clement’s-inn Hall, Mr. Dowson 
in the chair. The motion on the paper was, “That 
museums and picture-galleries should be open on Sandays.” 
Mr, Kains-Jackson opened the debate, and was su 
by Messrs. Spence, Foy, Owen, Warburton, Phillimore, 
Harvey, Maclaren, Donner, and Rundle-Levey, and ope 
posed by Messrs. Collyer, Pickersgill, and Edlin. Uponse 
division the motion was carried by a majority of five votes, 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held in the Law Library, 
on Tuesday evening week, Mr, J. A. Vardg in the chair. 
After the election of Messrs. Smith and LuGlow as mem- 
bers of the committee, a debate took place on the following 
moot point :—‘‘Is it desirable that the Married Women’s 
Property Act Consolidation Bill, now before Parliament, 
should become law?” The speakers on the affirmative 
side were Messrs. Vince, Barrows, and Rogers, and on the 
negative, Messrs. Barber, Blose, Smith, Cochrane, and 
O'Connor. Upon the question being put to the meeting is 
was decided in the negative. A vote of thanks to the 
chairman concladed the business of the meeting. 

This was the last meeting of the session. The autuma 
session will commence on Tuesday, September 7. 





— 
— 





In State v. Baltimore and Ohio Railway Company, it 
appears to have been held by the West Virgiaia Coart of 
Appeal that a corporation may be indicted for Sabbath 
breaking. 

During service on Sanday week in the Irvine parish 
church, says the Scotsman, an elderly man rose and taking 
from his pocket a paper, the minister by name, 
and commenced to oP long statement purporting to be 
an interdict forbidding certain lawyers and others in Irvine 
from proceeding with the sale of certain property. The 
document occupied about five minutes in reading, a 

not 


minutely described the situation of the down 
the panere yards it measured ; bat as he did 
consider the statement Camara explanatory, he teok out 
an extremely long handkerebief his 


a practical demonstration of the measurement. ns 
man had finished, the minister quietly asked some of tlie 
office-bearers to remove him, which 
without any disturbance taking 

a done was ye ye fn a! 
entitling people to claim publicly in church any 
which they were threatened to be dispossessed refi po tg 
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Obituarp. 


MR. GEORGE NELSON EMMETT, 


Mr. George Nelson Emmett, solicitor (of the firm of 
Emmett & Son), of 14, Bloomsbury-square, died at his 
residence, Springfield, Kensington Park-road, on the 22nd 
inst. Mr. Emmett was born in 1805. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1828, and had practised for more than fifty years 
in London. For a few years he had an office at 8, New-inn, 
but afterwards removed to 14, Bloomsbury-square, where 
he carried on business until his death. For several years he 
had also an office at Birmingham, where he was in ner- 
ship with Messrs. John Philip Motteram & Finlay Knight. 
He was afterwards associated with Mr. John Watson, and 
with hisson Mr. Charles Alexander Emmett, but latterly he 
was in ership only with his younger son, Mr. George 
Nelson Emmett, junior. Mr. Emmett was an American 

mt, and bad been for several years a commissioner for 

ing the acknowledgments of deeds for the State of New 

York. He had an extensive agency business, and a good 

= practice. Mr. Emmett had been twice married and 
eaves seven children. 


MR. HENRY NICHOLLS KNOTT. 


Mr. Henry Nicholls Knott, solicitor, of Worcester and 
Bromyard, died on the 10th inst. Mr. Knott was born in 
1843, and was admitted a solicitcr in 1865, having been 
articled to his elder brother, Mr. Ambrose William Knott, 
who is clerk to the Worcester Board of Guardians and to 
the Martley Highway Board. Mr. H. N. Knott was 
formerly in partnership with his brother, the firm having 
offices at Worcester, Malvern, and Martley, but more recently 
he had carried on business alone at Worcester and at Brom- 
er Mr. Knott was for some time clerk to the Bromyard 

d of Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural 
Authority. His early death has causeda general feeling of 
regret in the district. 





Appointments, Etc. 


Mr. Wri114M Srevnes Feance, solicitor and notary, of 
Wigan, has been appointed a Magistrate for that borough. 
Mr. France is a member of the Wigan Town Council. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1858, and is clerk to the Com- 
missioners of Taxes, and secretary to the Ashton Gas Com- 
pany- 

Mr. Ancureatp Hanevry, solicitor (of the firm of Han- 
bury, Hutwn, & Whitting), of 34, New Broad-street, has been 
appointed by Alderman Fowler, M.P., sheriff-elect, to be 
one of the Under-Sheriffs of London and Middlesex for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Hanbury was admitted a solicitor in 
1856. 


Mr. Frasx Sraruam Jackson, solicitor, of 8, Jobn-street 
Bedford-row, has been appointed Deputy-Registrar of the 
Mayor's Court, in succession to Mr. Frederick Charles Syd- 
ney, resigned. Mr. Jackson was admitted a colicitor in 1875. 


Mr. Enwarp Jonx Lartox, solicitor (of the firm of 
Layton, Son, & Lies of 29, Budge-row, and Bexley, 
bas been appointed by Mr. Herbert Waterlow, sheriff-elect, 
to beoneof the Under-Sheriffs of London and Middlesex for 
the ensuing year. Mr. Layton was admitted a solicitor in 
1865. 


Mr. Hexzy Dexny Want, barrister, has been rg pcr 
Secretary to the Roys] Commission on the City of on 


Livery Mr. Warr is a fellow of Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge. He obtained the Bell University Scholarship 
in 1862, and graduated in the first class of the classical tripos 
in 1867. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
a Term, 1871, and is # member of the Northern Cir- 


Sir Gzonce Younc, bsronet, has been nted Secretary 
to the BRoyal Commission on the Irish Land Act. Sir G. 
awe & is the son of the Inte Sir George Young. He was 
bora m 1827, and snceeeded his father in the barcnetcy in 
1848. He was formerly fellow of Trinity College, Cam- 





bridge, where he graduated as a senior optime and in the 
second class of the classical tripos in 1860. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1864, and has 
practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. Sir G. 
Young was secretary to the Factory ony Commission, 
and he recently contested the representation of Plymouth in 
the Liberal interest. 





Companies. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jot Stock Companizs. 
Lritep rn CHANCERY. 

Duperon any Company, Limitep.—Creditors are required on or 
before Aug 31 to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to John Holman, St Mary Axe. Oct 
25 at 11 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims 

Firta Hovsgs Pargr Mitts Company, Limirep.—The M.R. has 
appointed Aug 3 at 11 at his chambers for the appointment of an 
official liquidator 

New Vicrorra Sart Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented July 22, directed to be heard before the M.R. on vale 
31. Denton and Co, Gray’s inn sq, solicitors for the petitioner 

SHrrowners’ AnD Mariners’ InsvuRANCE Company, LimitED.—The 
M.R. has fixed Aug 4 at 12 at his chambers for the appointment of 
an official liquidator 

Sypevnam Stores, Lrutrrrp.—The M.R. has fixed Aug 4 at 12 at 
his chambers for the appointment of an official liquidator 

[ Gazette, July 23.4 


Crarmper anp Company, Liwitzp.—By an order made by V.C. 
Hall, dated July 19, it was ordered that the voluntary winding w 
of the company be continued. Gresham and Davies, Basing’ 
st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Joun WEBSTER AND Company, LiurtEp.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Oct 1, to send their names and addresses, and the parti- 
culars of their debts or claims, to Mr Richard Hurst Sadler, High 
st, Sutton Coldfield, nr Birmingham. Oct 28 at 12 is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the said claims 

PontyBEREM CoLLizrizs Company, Limitep.—Petition for winding 
up, greene’ July 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
Aug 5. Clarke and Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solicitors 

for the petitioner 

Sourn Yorxsuree ArratED Water Company, Limitep.—By an 
order made by the M.R., dated July 17, it was ordered that the 
company be wound up. Peace and Co, Grocers’ Hall ct, for Lea- 
royd and Co, Huddersfield, solicitors for the petitioner 

(Gazette, July 27.] 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

PROPRIETORS OF THE KinGsToNn-UPON-HULL AND SuLcoatTEs PuBiio 
Rooms.—By an order made by the M.R., dated July 17, it was 
ordered that the company be wound up. Redpath and Holds- 
worth, Bush lane, Cannon st, for Shackles and Son, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, solicitors for the petitioner 

[ Gazette, July 27.] 


Farenpiy Socrerres Dissonven. 
Jcvvewitz Brancn or tae Lanovurers’ Frienp Benzvoient So- 
ciety, Free School, Kingsthorpe, Northampton. June 19 
ne Femas Frienpiy Sociztry, Barnacle, Warwick. July 
2 


[ Gazette, July 23.] 





On the 23rd inst., the eight prisoners who could not be 
tried at the Surrey Assizes were placed before Mr. Justice 
Lopes, and informed by him that, ‘‘ The judges of assize 
found you here in gaol, awaiting your trial, but through 
some strange mistake, the witnesses against you were all 
bound over to appear at the Surrey Sessions in September, 
the gaol delivery after this, and also after the next sersions 
of the Central Criminal Court, In the absence of evidence 
— t you no bills of indictment could be preferred before 

e grand jury at these assizes, and you could not be tried; 
but the judges of assize, under their commissions, are ‘to 
deliver the gaols’ of the prisoners, and you could not be 
detained until September untried. You cannot be tried now, 
because the witnesses are bound over to oes in Septem- 
ber, and you must, therefore, be harged. But 
you are all liable to be again yay 
indictments may be preferred against you Septem- 
ber at the Surrey Sessions, and if true bills are found and 
you do not surrender yourselves, you may be apprehended 
and kept in prison until the next gaol delivery after the 

ber Sessions. You will therefore find it probably for 
your advantage to surrender yourselves in time for trial at 
the next sessions in September, for by so doing you will avoid 


any imprisonment previous to your trial.” 
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Solicitors’ Cages. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Queen’s Bencs Division. 
(Before Cocxsurn, L.C.J., and Hawkins, J.) 
July 26.—JIn the Matter of a Solicitor. 

Wills, Q.C. (with whom was Murray), applied on 
%ehalf of the Incorporated Law Society for a rule nisi calling 
npon a solicitor to answer the matters of an affidavit, and to 
show cause why, in the event of his not doing so satisfactorily, 
he should not be struck off the rolls. In October, 1878, one 
Terraz, a Swiss, who had previously carried on business in 
the eanton of Neufchatel, came to this country, having in his 

ion a sum of £800 belonging to his creditors. He at 
first placed £120 of this money in the hands of the solicitor 
in question, and before the date of his extradition for offences 
against the bankruptcy laws of Switzerland he had handed 
over to him a further £400. Application to the latter was 
made to pay over these moneys to the trustee in bankruptcy 
of Terraz. He at this time said they were invested in a 
security paying five per cent., and was called upon to pay over 
to the trustee the whole of the balance remaining in his hands 
after the payment of his costs. As he failed to do this, pro- 
ceedings were instituted against him, and judgment in that 
action was given against him. Ata subsequent examination 
before a master as to his assets, he said that none of the 
money of Terraz was left. 

The Court graated a rule nisi. 


July 26.—In the Matter of a Solicitor. 

The Solicitor-General (with whom were Finlay and War- 
wington) appeared to show cause against a rule nisi ob- 
tained at the instance of one Moon calling upon a 
golicitor to answer the matters of an affidavit. When the 
‘role was obtained it was stated that the solicitor in question 
had raised money for Moon on mortgage, representing that 
it was lent by a client who required a considerable bonus 
+o be paid to him. The applicant, it was alleged, had 
season to believe that the money had not been lent by any 
client at all, the mortgagee being nominally a clerk of the 
‘solicitor in question named Phillpot, and really the solicitor 
himself. The learned counsel said that in his affidavit in 
answer to the matters in that of Mr. Moon the solicitor 
‘bad sworn that all moneys belonging to Mr. Moon which 
had passed through his: hands had been duly accounted 
for, and he contradicted all the statements made by Mr. 
‘Moon, with the exception that he admitted that Phillpot 
was hisclerk. The object of the applicant was merely to 
harass the solicitor, as be bad brought an action against 
hiw, the subject-matter of which was the same as the 
charges made against him in the affidavit he had been 
‘oalled upon to anawer. 

Harrison, Q.C. (with whom was MacClymont), said he 
‘appeared in support of the rule, He was not prepared to 
admit that the object of the action in the Rolls Court 
was identical with that of the present application. It 
‘was really brought merely to get an injunction restrain- 
is the solicitor from selling the property mortgaged by 

oon. 

After some farther discussion, 

The Court decided to refer the present application to 
the Master of the Rolls, intimating at the same time that 
they thought he should be informed that, in their opinion, 
from the facts before them, it should be disposed of after 
‘the determination of the suit,—Z'imes. 








Election WVetitions 


KNARESBOROUGH, 
(Before Lusn and Manisry, JJ.) 
July 23, 

Cave, Q.C., for the respondent (Sir H. M. Thompson), 
‘after stating that he could not sustain the seat for Sir ee 
Thompson, asked that he might call Mr. Kirby, the sit 
‘member's agent and solicitor, to state that he had no 


vided money at all either for bri or treating. 
Tio, there were some members of hg ie executive 
commitiee whom he would like to examine for the same 


Lusu, J., said this application was the first of the kind 
that had occurred to him or his colleague, Mr. Justice 
Manisty, and, so far as he knew, it was the first that had 
been made since the administration of this branch of the 
law bad been intrusted to the judges. They must rule that 
before they could allow what Mr. Cave desired they must, in 
justice to the other side, go on and hear all the evidence 
the petitioners had to offer. If the petitioners chose to say 
they would not consent to that, their lordships had no 
power to compel them. There was no alternative for 
them but to close the inquiry or to go on as if there 
had been no surrender of the seat, and the latter course 
. would now inflict great injustice on the petitioners Pape 
them to the expense of calling witnesses. after 
consideration, they should find it their duty to report that 
corrupt practices had extensively prevailed, then persons 
supposed to be implicated would have an Opportanity 
of being heard before the commission which — be 
issued; but they would not be justified in continuing ° 
the inquiry when it could have no bearing upon the result. 
Manisry, J., said to accede to this application would lead 
to very serious consequences. To report after hearing other 
evidence would be a very one-sided state of things. He 
thought for Mr. Kirby’s own sake they ought not to go into 
what would be an ex parte inquiry which could not bat be 
most unsatisfactory for the ends of justice. If there had been 


imputations of personal bribery against the sitting member, 
he would have been allowed the opportunity to disclaim it, 
but here there was nosuchimputation. Their lordships then 


decided that Sir H. M. Thompson had not been duly elected. 
The costs would follow the event. They should report to 
the House of Commons that corrupt practices had extensively 
prevuiled, but in order not to prejudice the inquiry which 
might hereafter take place, they would not report the names 
of the persons implicated, unless required by the House of 
Commons to do s0. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Baveran, Joun, Brighton, Gent. Aug 31. Johnson v Bang 
M.R. Johnson, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

Buatcuiex, Epwarp, Oxford st, Confectioner. Augl0. Bilatch ey 
v Blatchley, M.R. Bruff, Chancery lane 

Carr, Wrii1am, Monkhill, Pontefract, Innkeeper. Augl0. Carry 
Medgley, M.R. Sangster, Pontefract 

Criaertt, Horatio, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Esq. Aug 2. 
Fordham v Clagett, M.R. Parkers, Bedford row 

Evans, Epwarp, Birmingham, Hosier. Augi6. Jephcott v Evans, 
V.C. Hall. Blewitt, Birmingham 

Giupert, Fraxcts Scuwance bag Anne’s gate, Westminster. 
Oct 1.’ Twitchin v Kinsley, V.C. Hall, Apps,j South sq, Gray's 


inn 
Hvueuss, Cuartes Henny, Carmarthen, Aug 6. Hughes v Spivey, 
V.C. Hall. Morris, Carmarthen 
Outver, Russet, Queen Victoria st, Glass Manufacturer. Aug 15, 
Oliver v Layton, V.C. Malins, Layton, Gresham House 
Stack, Wriu1amM, Littleover, Derby, Gent. Dec 31. Fernyhough v 
Audinwood, V.C. Hall. Leech and Co, Derby 
Witson-Stewart, Wrirram, Belle Vue, Fulham, Gent. Sepé 1. 
Crowder v Wilson-Stewart, V.C. Malins. Blaxland, Lincoln’s ian 


fields 
(G@usetie, July 13.) 


Costaiio, Taomas, Leytonstone, Gent. Aug 16. Power v Costello, 
V.C, Bacon. Reep, Queen st pl, Cannon st 
Jonrxs, Epwaxp, Swansea, Master Shipsamith, Sept 1, Stevens v 
Davies, V.C. Malins. Glascodine, Swa 
Marwerien, Tomas, Derby, Clothier, Sept 1. Leman v Main- 
prize, MR. Stevenson, Nottingham é 
Otter, Jossen, Leeds, Carting Agent. Aug 16, Varley ¥ Ollrid, 
V.c, Malins, Broome, Staple inn 

[ Ganetée, July 16.) 


Baaviry, Rowxrt, Edstone, York, Yeoman. Sept 1. Chapman 
Dixon, V.C. Hall, Pearson, Helmsley 

Buntaw, Wit. Heyer, Pennyorosa, Devon, Aug Sl, Balleny 
Bullen, M.R. Dibdin, Red Lion a 

Gane, Cuartes Troms, Long Ditton Hill, Surbiton, Hat Mane. 
faoturer, Sept 3, Gaimes v Gaimes, M.R, Foord, Pinners’ Hall, Old 











Broad at 
Ganvoatu, Wrists, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner, Oct 1, 
Garforth v Garforth, V.C. Hall, Jackson, Ashton-a nde Lyne 
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Jozsox, Hannan Jarvis, Monkswell ter. Shrewsbury. Sept 10. 
Horne v Newill, M.R. Newill, Wellington 
Smarrn, Harerert, Leyton. Septl. Perry v Hatcher, V.C. Bacon. 
Maude, Gt Winchester st bldgs, Old Broad st 
[ Gazette, July 20.} 


Acxrorp, Jonarnay, Bradford, Gent. Aug 31, Holroyd v 
Ackroyd. M.R. Jeffery, Bradford 

Barwise, James, Holme Cultram, Cumberland, Yeoman. Aug 31. 
Barwise v Donald, M.R. Ostell, Carlisle 

Browns, Witu1am AvuGustus Morea, Eldon Lodge, Putney hill, 
Gent. Aug 16. Daniels vy Browne, V. C. Bacon. Gabriel, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

Cuapwick, Taomas, Manchester, Surveyor. Aug3l. Chadwick v 
Chadwick, M.R. Craven, Manchester 

Guewzy, Witiu1aM Prescop, Mauritius, Major 91st Foot. Oct 1. 
La Terreire y Gurney, V.C. Hall. Lake and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Horxiys, Witt1ax, Lilanon, Carmarthen Farmer. Sept 1. Hopkins 
v Hopkins, M.R. Stevens, Swansea 

Lampgrt, Henry Tuomas, Bletchingley, Surrey, Esq. Oct 1. 
Lambert v Lambert, V.C. Hall. Hume and Co, Great James st, 
Bedford row 

Normistoy, Micnatt, Northowram, York, Mason. Oct 25. Denton 
v Barker, V.C. Bacon 

Rawwinson, Frepericx, Hastings. Aug 31. Rawlinson v Olrick, 
V.C. Hall. Savidge, Eastcheap 

Surra, Witt1am, Sherborne, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept 1. Beman 
v Howse, V.C. Hall. Francis, Stow-on-the-Wold 

Tvrcoosr, Wiit1am, Goole, York. Sept 1. Turgoose v Clegg, V.C. 
Malins. England, Goole 

Warv-Asuton, Epwarp Joun, Appleby Castle, Westmoreland, 
Major R.A. Aug2l. Dyer v Bennett, V.C, Hall. Bennett, New 


sq, Lincoln’s inn 
[ Gazette, Jvly 23.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


ArgyzEit, Witttam, Great Stanmore, Gent. Aug 21. Cronin and 
Rivolta, Southampton st, Boomsbury 

Ayws.eyx, Evizaneta Ann Murray, Leamington Priors, Warwick. 
Sept 1. Field and Sons Leaminton 

Baznarp, Janz, Hans pl, Chelsea. Oct 29. Duff and Co, Nicholas 
lane, Lombard st 

Brippie, Cuarves, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer. Augil. Thurs- 
field and Messiter, Wednesbury 

Brexett, Jonn Parker, Graveley Rectory, Cambridge, Clerk. 
Sept ll. Fowler, Huntingdon 

Busakevey , Joszern, Middleshitlington, York, Farmer. July 31. 
Lister, Wakefield 

Brows, Grorcet, Bramham, York, Gent. Aug 21. Phillips, York 

Counen, Sotomon, Leavesden Lunatic Asylum, Hertford. Sept 1. 
Lindo and Co, King’s arms yd, Moorgate st 

Coorger, Rozsgert, Derby, Plumber. Aug 3. Cooper and Abney, 
Derby 

Cox, Bexzamtn, Broseley, Salop, Coal Master. Sept 29. Potts and 
Potts, Broseley 

Davip, Witu1am, Bury st, St Mary Axe, Merchant. Aug 16. 
Mercer and Mercer, Mark lane 

Davis, Wittiam, Birmingham, Bone Button Maker. Aug 21. 
Mitchell, Ann st, Birmingham 

Dicxrwsoyx, Witi1am, Princes st, Croydon, Merchant. Aug 24. 
Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Eapvow, Mary Aww, Snaith, York. Aug 28. Clark, Snaith 

EpMowps, WiittaM, Old Quebec st, Portman sq, Esq. Sept 15. 
Robinson and Co, Charter house sq 

Gives, Auice, Cheltenham, Gk 
Son, Cheltenham 

Geanam, MarGaret, Tiverton, Devon. Aug 24. Lee and Pember- 
tons, Lincolns inn fields 

Harvey, Jonny, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Gent. Aug 2. Wise, Boston 

Jevrzres, the Rev James, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Clerk. 
Sept 1. Du Moulin, Leamington 

Kees, Tuomas, King’s rd, Chelsea. Sept 1. Walker and Co, 
Southampton st, Bloomsbu 

Kengaty, Epwarp Vaveuay, Tavistock sq, Doctor of Laws. Aug 
8. Tennant and Co, Hanley 

Kvuar, Hezmayyw Conzap Witneo, Castle Hill, Ealing, Esq. Sept 
1. Wansey and Bowen, Moorgate st 

Litrtewoop, Gzorax, Ashton under Lyne, Lancaster, Innkeeper. 
Sept 18. Toy and Broadbent, Ashton under Lyne 

Marwarp, Jaye Many Coysert, Fellow’s rd, South Hampstead. 
Oct 12. Bell and Steward, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Rev Ricuarp Joux, Castle Cary, Somerset, Clerk. 

§ . Garrod, Wells 

_ Epwaxp, Bromsgrove, Worcester. Sept 29. Sanders, 

roms: e 





ter. Aug 31. Ticehurst and 


Mrapz, 
1 


11114M Tuomas, Alvechurch, Worcester, Yeoman. Oct 
#1. Coleman and Co, Birmingham 
“~~ Mazy, Leigh, Chulmleigh, Devon, Sept 1. Bishop, 
xeter 
Peotuzro, Axse Cuveon Doverss, Brackley, Northampton, 
Sept 1. Barker, Bedford row y ‘ 
— Jous, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. Augl, Priestman, 
Simrsox, Groroz, Tavistock terrace, U; Holloway, Gent. Au 
MiTH, HARD GOODALL, Mi ‘em: 5 1, 
Hanbury and Co, New Broad st si a a 
oe, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer, Aug 14, Laverack, 


Surra, Wit1ssm Groxer, Morland rd, Notting hill, Licensed 
Pr . Mine “pusbridge Wella Kent Ang 18. Norton and © 
e' . , 0. 
Victoria wt, Westminster 





Vaveuton, Tomas, Old Swinford, Worcester, Gent. Sept 1, 


Westwood, Birmingh 


am és 
Wuirt, Joun, Sheffield, Builder, Aug 28, Parker and Brailsford,, 


Sheffield 
(Gazette, July 16.} 


Arxtns, Ricuarp, Victoria, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer, Sept 
30. Colborne and Ward, Newport 
Baxsr, Ricwarp Baker WINGFIELD, Orsett Hall, Essex, Esq. Sept 
30. Bennett and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Barker, Luxe Crossiey, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Sept 23. Web. 
‘ ster, Liverpool p D wh 
OULTER, CHARLES STEPHEN, Devizes, Wilts, Gent. Sept 30. Draper, 
k Bank i ene ery ae mien ‘ i ? 
ULMAN, SrEPHEN, Willington, Durham, Butcher. Aug 16. Waistell, 
Northallerton ” ” : 

Cuiaxton, Jonn, Sheffield, Steel Manager. Sept 17. Branson ang 
Co, Sheffield , 
Cunnineuam, Micuarn, Water lane, Custom House Agent. Ang 

16. Bishop, Lyall rd, Bow 
Dyzgr, Rozsert, Croydon, Surrey, Carman. Aug 16. Barrett, John 
st, Bedford row 
£pwarps, Witmort, Sherborne, Dorset, Gent. Aug 18. Ffooks, 
Sherborne 
Fisner, Ropgrt ALExanpke, Clifton, Bristol, Judge. Aug 2, Cat. 
tell, Gt James st, Bedford row 
Gites Joun, Stock Exchange, Esq. Aug 31. Farrer and Co, Lin. 
coln’s inn fields 
Guasscock, TnHomas, Widford, Hertford, Gent. Sept15. Lewin 
and Co, Southampton st, Strand : 
GUNNELL, GeorGe WitL1AM, Lexden, Essex, Gent. Sept 20. Wood, 
Woodbridge , 
= Joun, Halifax, Manufacturer. Sept 10. Sutcliffe, Hebden 
ri 
Hoorgr, Dorortny, Tiverton, Devon. Aug 31. Cockram, Tiv 
Humpuries, WituramM, White st, Southwark, Builder. pt 
Withall and Compton, Gt George st, Westminster } 
Jevons, Isatan, Kidderminster, Worcester, Gent. Aug 31. Bureher, 
Kidderminster 
ar aad Ayn, Laverton Mount, York. Aug 21. Croft, Rich 
mon¢ 
Laws, TimotHy Busx, Burdett rd, Mile End, Manufacturer of Min. 
eral Waters. Sept 15. Chandler, Bishopsgate st Within 
lap, RAMERE Wit.14M, Heslington, York, Farmer, Aug 9. Cobh, 
or’ 
Ley, MarGarst Lucy, Parkfield st, Islington. Aug 21. Cronin and 
Rivolta, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Sxuvyzr, Puirir Kearney Maceregor, Cheltenham, General, OB. 
Sept 21. Jennings, Chancery lane 
Maciean, Frora Ann Barpara, Eastbourne, Sussex. Aug @, 
Valpy and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields : 
MarsH, Witi14M, Langley, Worcester, Timber Merchant. Sept % 
Wright and Co, Oldbury 
Mewsvrn, Jonun Tuomas Marisnatt, Darlington, Durham, Coll 
Merchant. Oct1. Barron, Darlington ze 
Newnovusz, WiLt1AM Cuarires, Leckhampton, nr Chelte: ‘ 
Lieut Col H.M. Army. Sept 2. Ticehurst and Sons, Chelte 
Price, Epwarp Lacgry, Ebury st, Pimlico, Oil and Colour Me 
chant. Sept 15. Lewin and Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Ragmaane, oun, Lianfacs, Brecon, Maltster, Sept 29. Thomas, 
recon 
Royps, Frances, Cheltenham. Sept1. Ormerod and Allen, Ma 
chester 4 
om Tuomas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Aug 14, Laveragh, 
u 


Stock, Ext, Swansea, out of business. Aug 28. Field, Swansea 
Tewanrt, Joun Epwarp, Clifton, Gloucester, Lieut Col H.M. Army, 
ug 24. Gray and Mounsey, Staple inn 

Tracey, Isaac, Cow Cross st, West Smithfield, Musical String Mas- 
ufacturer. Aug 21. Smith and Son, Furnival’s inn 

Trarttu, GineEert Francis, Folkestone, Kent. Aug 20. Argles ant 
Co, Gracechurch st 

User, WittiaM, Sunderland, Durham, Shipowner's Clerk. Sept 
1. Kidson and Co, Sunderland : 

Wat, Tuomas Jony, Garlick hill, Licensed Victualler. Aug # 
Child, Paul’s Bakehouse ct, Doctors’ commons 

Warren, Saran, Brunswick pl, Brighton. Sept 1. Beaumont and 


Warren, Chancery lane : 
[Gazette, July 2] 


AsPINWALL, Epwarp Otiver, Cambridge pl, Paddington. Aug 2. 
Rushton, Lancaster pl, Strand ; 

Baxer, Geor@z Guanvitis, Stoke Damerel, Devon, Captain @ 
H.M’s Army. Sept 20. Phillips and Sons, Plymou: ‘ 

Batpers, Amy, Swaffham. Sept 29. Wright and Co, East Dew 
ham 


BoaxpMan, Exu1s, Manchester, Common Brewer. Aug 30. Welsh 
and Son, Manchester Ae 

Bovcugrert, Juntana, Leamington, Warwick. Aug 18, Stuat 
Gray’s inn sq 

Browne, WILLIAM, Manchester, Gent. Sept1. Bullock and Will 
ington, Manchester 

Cargy, Canoxinz, York. Oct1, Crumbie, York “ 

Cary, Janz, York. Octl, Orumbie, York : 

Canter, Fraxcis Trusow Snax, Cork, Ireland, Lieutenant i= 
H.M.’s Royal Artillery. Aug3l. Poole and Hughes, Chancery 
Jane, Lincoln’s inn 2 

Cotx, Artour Henry, Wellington, Somerset, Baker. Aug i, 
Bond, Wellington ‘ 

Bape, Heyzy Antuvur, Whitley, York, Esq. Aug 28. Clark, 

na 


ith 

Fowxen, Cusnies, Newington, Ale and Porter Merchant. Aug 
Shackles and Son, Mull 

Fuaxcis Ronuut, iildmay rd, Btoke, Newington, Provision Ma 
chant. Au . Budd, Sta olborn 

Fussns, Aoxts, Cromwell rd. Aug 31. Baker and Co, Linoolt® 
nn 
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Forwiss, Josep#, Knowle Mirfield, York, Stone Mason. Aug 20, 
Wilson, Mirfield 
Gusxsit, Rosgxt, Southport, Stonemason, Sept 1. Bradshaw, 


DE wry, Derby, Esq.,M.B. Aug 26. Gadsby, Derby 
ace, Joux, Churchtown-withi -Southport, Lancaster, Builder. 
Sept 1. 


w, Southport 

_ ng re Joun, Derby, Cab Proprietor. Sept 1. 
Der 

imcenme, Wittrm, Lianddewi, Denbigh, Miller. Oct 1. 

wrest 

Hussey, Emm, Skirmett, Bucks. Aug30. Rawson, Great Marlow. 

Hyman, Davin, Caledonian rd, Iron Merchant. Oct1. Barnett, 
Palmerston bldgs, Old Broad st 

Kyrer, MarGaret, Bath. Sept 1. Inman and Inman, Bath 

Laxz, CuAruEs, Greenwich, Gent. Aug 31. Loughborough and 
Co, Austin Friars 

Bait, Mary, Edgbaston, Warwick, Aug 21. 


Heny, 


James, 


Smith, Birming- 


ueQusrr, Duwean, Heigham, Norwich, Draper. Aug 2], Kent, 
Orrizx, RozeErt, Liverpool, Tea Dealer. Sept1l. Lynch and Tee- 


bay, Liverpool 

Pratt, Mvarina, Dinting, Glossop. Sept 20. Davis, Glossop 

Rosrnson, TOMES 4e Southport, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 1. 
shaw, Southpo 

SxaToN, saxon, "PROSE, Leeds. Aug 31, 

Suita, RicHarp GoopHAtt, Pa Temple Library, Esq, Sept 1. 

Hanbury and Co, New Broad si . ' ai 

SyowpEN, Rev. CHARLES aoe, Mitford, Northumberland, Vicar. 
Aug 28. Snowden, 

Tanpy, Jony, Lg rd, Upper Holloway, Gent. Sept 1. 
Inman and Inman, Bath 

TxorNTON, WiLLIaM THomAs, Cadogan pl Sloane st, Esq., C.B 
Sept 1. Nicholson and Herbert, New st, Spring gardens 

Tick, Epwarp, Wickham Market, Suffolk, Farmer. Aug 27, Wel- 
ton, Woedbridge 

Toutors, Axtuvur, Lincoln, Esq. Sept 6. Burton and Scorer, 

og Samvet, Chickley, Stafford, Gent. Sept 29. Thacker and 
Cull, Cheadle 

Watxer, James Dover, Headingley, nr Leeds, Gent. 
Rider, Leeds 

Warrz, Tuomas, Aldershot, Military Outfitter. 
and Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray’ s inn 

Woop, Samvrt, Cross 'st, Islington, Butcher. 
King’s arms yd 


Brad- 
Ford and Warren, 


Sept 16, 
Sept 3. Walker 

Aug 31. Barnard, 

(Gazette, July 23.] 


poo, Mary, Lentwardine, Hereford. Sept 1. Weyman, Lud 
Boater, WiturAMm, Birmingham, Druggist. 
, nr Birmingham 

Cutvert, Ann, York. Sept1. Pearson, Helmsley 

Cary, Cuarves Lucius, Torquay, Devon. Sept 29. 
and Tozer, Teignmouth 

Ham, Joun, Pontnewynydd, Momepogin, Gent. 
way and sy 4 ‘ont; 

Corzrtper, Rev. ALrrep ll Bromham, Bedford, Clerk. Sept 
4, Whyley and Piper, Bedford 

Corvzsor, WiLL1aM, Great Haywood, Stafford, Wharfinger. Sept 
1, Twyram, Rugel ly 

Doveras, Ropert, Hurst, Berks, Gent. gept 29. Wheeler and 
Sarg.ant, Wokingham 

Durrant, GzorGe, Penton st, Licensed Victualler, 
and Field, Queen st, Cheapsid e 

—, Diana, Bath, Fishwonger. 


Aug 21, Forrest, Old- 


Whidborne 


Sept 24. Green. 


Aug 28. Nash 
Sept 30. Simmons and Co, 


Haywarp, Witt1aM, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Aug 
$1. Halland Son, Bilston 

Kersey, THomas, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Gent. Aug 23. Mustard, 
Furnival’s inn, Holbo: 

Lane, Evizapern, Chippenham rd, Sept 27. Miller, Whitehall pl 
Lave, SmOMAs, Hucclecote, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept 4. Bonnor, 


Nienouts, Sewtls Pee eg st, Kennington. Sept1l. Kingdon, 
Lawrence lane, Chea) 

Partinaton, WILLIAM ry ag = om Bayswater, Solicitor. 
Aug 30. Freshfields and Williams, Bank bldgs 

eG: Joun Bom, Hereford, Betcher. Aug 1. Scudamore, 


Penge 
Rwwpicx, Joh Brading, Isle of Wight, Grocer. Sept 1. Mew and 
— Ropzrt, Haslingden, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Oct 20. Wright, 


Pp 
Sxanr, Saran, Orton Waterville, Huntingdon. Sept 29. Wilkin- 
son, ‘borough 
— Ricuarp, Tredegar, Monmouth, Gent. Septl. Harris, 
legar 
Stesatrerty, Cxartes Oaux, Brom 
, Major General in H.M.’s En 
Co,” John st, Bedford row 
MPSON, Jour, Biggleswade, Bedford, Surgeon. 


ton crescent, South Kensing- 
eers. Aug 28. Lamber and 


Hawkins and 
Lindsell, 
OMPSON, Rrewarp, Cranmow. Cornwall, Solicitor. 
Wrentmore, Chancery lane 
ner "RICHARD Cares. Llandudno, Carnarvon, Printer. 
Minshalls and Co, Llandudno 
hele JAMES, Scarborough, Blacbsmith, Oct 20. Watts. 


Woon, Auexawprr, Finsbu: k vd, Leather Seller. Aug 31. 
Wood, Devonshire st, Islingion rd 
[G@esette, July 27.) 


sept 30, 








ment, Merchant Shipping (Fees and Expenses). 
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Leqislatton of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 22.—-BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Briis.—Alford and Satton Tramways, Scar- 
borough and Whitby Railway, Totnes, Paignton, and Tor- 
quay Direct Railway. 

Inclosure Provisional Order (Hendy Bank Common), 
Inclosure Provisional Order (Steventon Common), In- 
closure Provisional Order (Llandegley Rhos Common), In- 
closure Provisional Order (Lizard Common), South-Weatern 
(of London) District Post-Office, Local Government Pro- 
visional Order (Poor Law No. 2), Inclosure Provisional 
Order (Llanfair Hillis). 


BILLS IN COMMITTEE, 

Census, Elementary Education Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London), Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Eastbourne, &c.), Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation 
(passed through Committee). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Great Yarmouth Water, Devon and Cornwall Railway. 


JULY 23.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Gateshead and District Tramwaye, 
Brentford and Isleworth Tramways, Dartford Gas, East 
Norfolk Railway, Midland Counties and Shannon Junction. 
Railway, Rochester Corporation. 


BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Inclosure Provisional Order (Hendy Bank Common), 
Inclosure Provisions! Order (Steventon Common), Inclosare 
Provisional Order (Liandegley Rhos Common), Inclosure 
Provisional Order (Lizard Common), South-Western (of 
London) District Post-Office, Loca! Government Provi- 
sional Order (Poor Law No. 2) (passed through Com- 
mittee). ’ 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitis.—Metropolitan District Railway, Bristol 
Channel Pilotage (Cardiff), Wigan Improvement, Liverpool 
Tramways, Hall Lighting. 

Elementary Educational Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London), Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation, Taxes- 
Management. 


JULY 26.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Bitis.—Brentford and Isleworth Tramways, 
Coventry and District Tramways. 
Turnpike Acts Continuance, Wild Birds Protection Law 
Amendment, 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Privats Bits. — Romford Canal, Pontypridd, Caer- 
philly, and Newport Railway, Liverpool United Gas, Great. 
Northern Railway, Midland Railway, Oldham Improve- 
ment, King’s Lynn Corporation, London and North-West 
ern Railway, Great Western Railway, Liverpool Corpo- 
ration Water. 
Census, Incloeure Provisional Order (Hendy Bank Com- 
mon), Inclosure Provisional Order (Steventon Common), 
Inclosure Provisional Order (Llandegley a pee ya 
Inclosure Provisional Order (Lizard 
verament Provisional Order (Boor Law No. te 


JULY 27.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.--Gas Light and Coke, Commercial Gae, 
and South Metropolitan Gas Light and Coke Companies, 
ow and Metropolitan Railway, Yarmouth Uuion 

ilway 
Merchant Seamen (Payment of Wages), Merchant Ship-- 
ping Act, 1854, Amendment, 

BILL IN COMMITTEE, 
Turnpike Acts Continuance (passed through Committee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Barton-upon-Trent Corporation, Oldham Improvement. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JULY 22.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Post-Office Money Orders, Universities Batates Amend~ 
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BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Southsea Railway, Cathcart District 

Railway, Filey Harbour. 
JULY 23.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Customs and Inland Revenue (passed through Com- 

smittee). 
JULY 26.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Marquis of Abergavenny’s Estate, Pozen’s Naturaliza- 
tion, Elementary Education Provisional Orders Confirma- 
tion (Cardiff, &c.). 

Private Biru.—British Gaslight Company (Limited) 
-4Staffordsbire Potteries). 

Merchant Shipping (Fees and Expenses). 

JULY 27.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to Provide for the Safe Carriage of Grain Cargoes 

Sy Merchant Shipping (Mr. Chamberlain). 
JULY 2s.—BILLS WITHDRAWN 

Lunscy Law Amendment, Merchant Seamen (Conditions 

ofDischarge). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitu.—British Gas Light Company (Stafford- 

shire Potteries). 








Heqal News. 


At the Sheriffs’ Court, Red Lion-square, on Wednesday 
week, only eight special jurors attended, and, as no ¢ales 
was prayed, the case was tried. The jury went to view the 
premises, and afterwards heard the evidence. After the trial, 
the foreman said he was requested to suggest to the 
court, as they had been kept all the day, whether they 
should not be paid the full amount of twelve jurymen. Mr. 
Under-Sheriff Burchell said he had never heard of such an 
application before. He had no power, and if he had possessed 

“it he should not have acceded to such a request. The jury 
would be paid two guineas for the view and hearing the 
evidence. They were accordingly paid sixteen guineas, instead 
of twenty-four guineas, which would have been the amount 
had the fall number attended. 

In giving judgment on the Wigtown Election Petition 
on Taesday week, Lord Ormidale said:—There is a prac- 
tical lesson that I wish to incalcate as arising from this 
case in the presence of this numerous auditory. This is 
the first time that an election petition trial has taken place 
in Scotland under the recent arrangement of two jadges 
being present, and it is the first time, except once before 
in Greenock, that a trial has been held in the locality 
~where the alleged corrupt practices had taken place. Now, 
it was thought when this new tribunal was established by 
Parliament that it would be desirable that these investiga- 
ticns should take place in the midst of the population 
where the corrupt practices were said to have taken 
place. I was myself examined before a parliamentary 
committee on the subject, and I gave some evidence. 
Whether I recommended that these trials should take place 
in the locality or not, I am not quite sure. I do not recol- 
lect exactly. My own impression is that I rather suggested 
that they should take place in Edinburgh. Be that as it 
may, the statute makes it imperative that it should take 
place in the locality, and perhaps it may have a good effect 
when it takes place in the locality where the alleged evil 
practices were carried on. And this isthe practical lesson 
that I desire to inculcate, that if there are parties in this 
constituency who are ready to become the tools, or become 
voluntary agents, to promote illegal and corrupt practices, 
they may depend upon it that, eooner or later, their illegal 
practices and their illegal objects will be exposed, and 
‘they will become, as probably some individuals who were 
examined before you yesterday may become, for some time 
to come, the objects of public scorn ; and rightly so, 


The Canada Law Journal, discussing ‘‘ punctuation in its 
legal ” says : In Gauntlett v. Carter (17 Beav. 589), 
the Master of the Rolls placed a good deal of reliance upon 
the position of marks of punctuation, observing that he did 

mot see how he could reject the commas, and that it seemed to 
him that the stops were inserted by the testator and were 
mtentional. In an American case, Arcularius vy. Sweet (25 





Barb. S. C. 405), the judge said, “ Punctuation may, perhaps, 
be resorted to where no other means can be found of solving 
an ambiguity ; but not in cases where no real ambiguity exisy 
except what punctuation itself creates.” It was contended in 
that case that a semi-colon made all the difference in thy 
meaning, but the judge said, ‘A single dot over a comma « 
easily inserted by mistake or design, and so difficult, if 
impossible in most instances, of proof or disproof, can 

be allowed to overturn the ratural import of the writty 
words.” Andin Manning v. Purcell (24 L. J. Ch. 523, note), 
Lord Justice Knight Bruce said that even in villa 
personalty judges in chancery were nut bound to confing 
their attention to the probate, but might, as he had ‘ 
Lord Eldon repeatedly do, look at the original wil) in 
testator’s handwriting with a view to see whether an 
there appearing, as for instance, the mode in which it 
written, how “dashed and stopped,” could guide 
in the true construction to be put upon it. (S$, 
but not so fully given in 7 De G M. & G, 
Punctuation is not allowed to throw light on the 
statutes in England, as pointed out by Romilly, M.R, 
Borrow vy. Wadkin (24 Beav, 330), where the question 
whether a comma was to be placed at the top of the a 
“aliens” so as to mark a genitive, or between it and the neq 
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word ; because in the Rolls of Parliament the words ay oA 
never punctuated, and accordingly, said the judge, very littly 
is to be learned from the original statute, and he had 
gather the meaning from the context. In the case alrendy The « 
cited from 25 Barb., Roosevelt, J., refers to an extraord! offer for 
case where the powers of the Federal Government dep Sater 
on a comma and parties divided on a semi-colon. Oue gj te disch 
read in the Constitution that Congress should have power charge 
lay taxes to pay (¢.¢. in order to pay) the debts and provits hair os 
for the common defence and general welfare ; the other thi hold la: 
the powers given were independent, ‘to lay taxes,’ ‘top HM gig 909 
vide for the general welfare,’” &c. The semi-colon i» id 
terpretation was finally overthrown and the written work 
and natural sense prevailed over ‘‘ stops.” 
Bl 
Brown. 
— 0 
RD ON 
Court Papers. of Lin 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 2 ote 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON law, te 
Date. Cra toe V0. i 2 
Monday, Aug. 2Mr.Merivale Mr. Farrer Mr. Cobby 
Tuesday ...... 3 King ale Jackaon 
Wednesday.... 4 Merivale Farrer Cobby 
Thursday .... 5 King Teesdale Jackson 
Friday........ 6 Merivale Farrer Cobby 
Saturday .... 7 King Teesdale Jackson 
Monday ...... 9 Farrer Ward Latham 
y.0. Bacon, V.O. Hatt, Mr. Ph: Credito: 
Monday, Aug. 2Mr. PembertonMr. Leach Mr. Clowes Collins, G, 
Tuesday ...... 8 Ward Latham Koe Hazlitt, 
Wednesday.... 4 Pemberton Leach Clowes 
Thursday .... 5 Ward Latham Koe 
Friday........ 6 Pemberton Leach Clowes ff Bovkfeld, 
Saturday .... 7 Latham Koe Puller, Rot 
F sieve: Os: Teo Merivale Cobby july 16, 
The Long Vacation will commence on Tuesday, the 10th ay Henber, E 
of August, and terminate on Saturday, the 23rd day of bat artes A 
1880, both days inclusive. 8 agit ae 
(bg 
BE Scarlett v, 
H Gt Yarmo 
Wil 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. vA 
August 3.—Mr. Virncor Bucktanp, at the Mart, at 1 f@ 
p-m., Freehold Properties and Building Land (see advert  Creaitor, 
ment, July 24, p. 5). a 
August 3.—Messrs. DenrnuaM, Tewson, Farman & Baier Mellor, Thor 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Ground Rents (see advertiit mal. : 
ment, July 17, p. 9. a Hei, 
August 4.—Mesers. Epwin Fox & Bovusrigxp, at the Mae 
at 2p.m., Freehold Building Estates (see advert 7 } 
: ee 














August 6.—Mosers. Munnzxt, Scopext, & Masranmam sel 
p.m., Leasehold Property (see advertisement, July 24, p : 
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me Lester, Charles Josiah, Derby, Butcher, Pet July 22, Weller, 
a PUBLIC COMPANIES. Derby, Aug 10 at 12 “ : 
olving RAILWAY STOOK. Pile, Samuel, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Beerhouse keeper. Pet July 23, 
exisig one orlledge. Gt Yarmouth, Aug 11 at 12 
“a Railways. Paid. Closing Price niny eel Nelson, Lancaster, Pet July 22. Hartley. Burnley, 
n ahs) | pe . 
Caledonian 100 | llt 
if, 4 - Glasgow and South-Western .....eccersserevere| 100 } 109 BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
a Boot| Great Eastern Ordinary $t0Ck srrnnneen| 100) 614 Fray, July 23, 1880. 
Great Northern | Nettleton, Joseph, and James Carey Nettleton, Manchester, Tailors, 
written, pwn Do., A Stock* 100 | 122 July 19° b, pws . ' 
% Stock} Great Southern and Western of Irelend ......| 100 | _ Tvuzspay, July 27, 1880, 
in 4 _— cane cele seesvececcontesscepecee 4 133 ew, ee Diggie, York, ae Af een July 21 19 
q ncashire and Yorkshire .......cccccsesserseees oupees, Margare' trincham, ster, of no occupation. Ji 
onfing stock penton, Betgnoen, ond South COREE ssesceseeeee] pred - ; sae . “ E pes 
; Stock| London, Chatham, an POE resccervoccnccesoel Arrangemen 
in tt Stock London and North-Western ......s.cccccscccoose} 100 | 1574 Liquidations by ow 
PH Stock} London and South Western .....c.ccc00..s00e| 100} 1374 FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
J Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......00+.| 100 | 93 Faray, July 23, 1880, 
it Soet| Metropolitan a Andrews, Henry William, Clevedon, Somerset, Builder. Aug 3 at 
AR epee od 3 at the Bristol Hotel, Clevedon. Woodforde, Clevedon 
0 Foe ie ome So 
. Stock! North Easte 100 | 155 - AU » 
) Bek|North London 100; 185 Aduanek Bone Bishop’s ct, Old Bailey, Printer, Aug 3 at 3 at 
Soek| North Staffordshire 100; =, 873 . dC ni ’ om 
| 100 | pr offices of Rowland, Clement’s inn 
ae een Doves 4 Banes, Edward, Rochester, Wine Merchant. Aug 4 at $ at ofices of 
-Easte: | iestley and Co, Cheapside. Lucas, ames st, Bedf 
e worl { row 
he next Beeston, Sydney James, Kidderminster, Butcher. Aug 4 at 11 at 
rds A * A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, —— Ivens and Morton, Bank buildings, Exchange st, Kidder 
y Bethell, Henry, and Arthur;William du Vernet, Latimer rd, Notting 
had t» hill, Brewers. Aug 6 at 2.30 at the New Exchange buildings, 
already The directors of the New Quebrada Company (Limited) pence a Tredus ced Cote Eayeam 
rd der for subscription a sum of £100,000 Six per Cent. de- | Blandy, Henry, Nottingham, Surgeon Dentist, Aug 6 at 4 at offices 
. ti bentures at the price of £85 per £100. The issue is intended 2 = ggg beg La esta inte el 
0 igti s witt, Tho: ° , Leicester, Farmer, 
tbe o discharge the existing debentures, and is seoured by ®| “'xng4at2 at the George Hotel, Melton Mowbray. Owston and 
: charge upon the company’s entire undertaking, including Dickinson, Leicester 
“ne their estate in Venezuela, comprising 275,000 acres of free- — beeps Lape Raggett Va ae 
er thal ini 'y 30 ai offices of Sm, *8 grove, 
$0 pit ae and upon the annual minimum revenue of |). ‘Sohn, Halifax, Lime and Coal Dealer. Aug 4 at 11 at offices 
on ite a Bull, Willia’a Henry, Bound’s Green, New Southgate, Leather Mi 
——- , William Henry, Bound’s Green, New Sou er- 
words : chant. July 31 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Chancery lane 
Campbell, Archibald. Thrapston, Northampton, Engineer. Aug 11 
BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, at | at the Plough Hotel, Bridge st, Northampton. 
peecees Campbell, George, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Aug 4 at 3 at 3, Carrather’s 
BIRTHS. ct, Scotch st, Carlisle. Wanno Earlisle : 
Brown.—July 23, at 18, Russell-road, Kensington, W., the | Carson, John, Longton, Stafford, Potter. July 30 at 11 at offices of 
wife of Archibald Brown, barrister-at-law, of a son. “ cma Giabe bidngs, poseeeper Senin Cie Wietiaii aae 
Gorpon.—On July 22, at Cheam, the wife of Alexander Gordon, ton, Stephen, Ben Jonson rd, Stepney, Corn Merchant. Aug 
ont wate at 2 atthe Legal and Mercantile Association, Borough High st, 
of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. ; ‘Southwark. Waring, Borou ah Hi gh a 
, John. Newington Butts, Cheesemonger. Aug 9 at 3 at offices 
E. Rog — CHAPPELL.— On July 21, at St. Mary’s, Oatlands, | ito Miia Aiclaite, Pt ue Berlin Wool Dealer. Ang 5 at 1 
Herbert Addington Rigg, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at- at offices of Elworthy phd Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth . 
e ~~ ~——— of by Chappell, F.S.A., of | Coates, John, Hemingbrough, cork, Grocer. Aug 2 at 11 at the Old 
or ge, Oa’ S-park, Surrey. Swan Inn, Selby. right, Selb 
MALIN ‘ athe 
Cochrane, Thomas Edward, Sedgfield, Durham, Grocer, Aug 5 at 
bb 11.30 at offices of Thompson, High st, Stockton 
ot Coles, John Thomas, Cardift, Boot } faker. Aug 13 at 12 at offices of 
organ and Scott, High st, Cardi 
obby Coombs, Frederick, St Peter’s, Hereford, Licensed Victualler. Aug 10 
ackson LONDON GAZETTES. at 10 at offices of Wallis, St Owen st, Hertford 235 
obby ee John Alford, Warwick, Book Keeper. Aug 4 at 12 at offices 
ackson Bantrupts. of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 
atham Fripay, July 23, 1880. Crain, ae. ge gg Aug 11 at 2 at offices of 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. cor, Cumberland st, Woodbridge. Gross 
ae Creditors must ees oS ee debts to the Registrar. Taaim, tobe, Ponce, © ate lair Aug 18 at 13 at 
- 'o Surrender in London, . 8, rate, 
Collins. pi e Degville, John, Walsall, Stafford, Charter Master. Aug 5 at 4 at 
owes tins, George, New North rd, Islington, Grocer. Pet July 20. e Stork Hotel, Walsall. East, Birmingham 
onal Hage Dennis,. James Theophilus, Salford, Lancaster, Grocer. Aug ll at 
To Surrender in the Country. 3 at 53, Brown st, Manchester, Row Sui 
0@ Brookfie . Diggle, Joseph, Heywood, Lancaster, Joiner. Aug 11 at 3 at offices 
lowes “ nimi Coal Dealer, Pet July 21. a ptens and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 
08 4 Puller, Robert Charles, Brentwood, Essex, Furniture Dealer. Pet Fernyhongy George, Blackbrook, Stafford, Baker. Aug 2 at 11 at 
obby offices of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanley 
A July 16. Gepp. Chelmsford, Aug 9 at 11 . i : 
10th day Hember Eliza, Bristol, out of business. Pet July 21. Wricht Finn, Michael, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Refreshment-house 
Bristol, Aug 4 at 2 re # oe gat. rs July 30 at 3 at offices of Maher, Upper Temple st, Bir- 
Octobe, ; mingham 
Martin, Samuel, Hastings, Groce r. Pet July 20. Young. Hastings, Floyd’ James, Princes Risborough, Buckingham, ¥ 


BE Ang i4 at 12 
 & Potts, William, Linesie, Brewer’s Manager. Pet July 21, Uppleby. 


: lincoln, Aug 10 ag 11 
| Searett, Cheriee, toft, Painter. Pet July 19. Worlledge. 
Gt Yarmouth, 4at11 
William Robert, Cardiff, Draper. Pet July 19. Langley. 





, Aug 5 at 12 


TuxEspay, July 27, 1880, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their ‘Jroets of debts to the Registrar, 














To Surrender in London. 
i Thomas Randolph, King William st, Engineer. Pet July 21. 
Pickering, Jobe Prodeviok Phillimore gdns, Kensington, Pet J 
, mn, 
%. Hazlitt, Aug 11 at 11,30 17 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Gcleman, William, Norwich, Chemist, Pet July 23, Cooke. Nor- 

Wieh, Aug 9 at 12 





Ang 12 at 11 at offices of Fell, Rickford’s hill, Aylesbury 

Francis, Emma, Swansea, Stationer. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Evans, 
Wind st, Swansea 

Furness, David, and Abraham Furness, Carr Gate, near Wakefield, 
Builders. Aug 9 at 11 at offices of Burton, Wood st, W 

Gibbs, William, Hamilton rd, Lower Norwood, Builder. Aug 9 at 
* at athens of Henderson, Moorgate st buildings. Finch, Borough 

igh st 

ex John, Walsall, Stafford, Butcher. Aug 11 at 11 at offices 
of Wilkinson and Gillespie, Bridge st, Walsall 

Gray, rom i kham, Surrey, Artist. Aug 10 at 11 at offices of 

Hart and Co, Dorki: 

Hadfield, brerpes 3 J ne E mage in. Varnish Manufac- 
turer, Aug 6 at 11 at the New Exc uildings, George yard, 
Lombard st. Ingle and Co Thecaduectlie st 

William John, Bristol, Bootmaker. Ang 3 at 11 at offices of 
Nurse, Corn st, Bristol 





Hamilton, James, Preston, Lancashire, etic Appliance Agent... 
Aug 4 at 3 at offices of Jukes, pps temo Preston 
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J 
Harris, aie Pembroke deg) aieweni Builder. Aug9at 12 at | Sanze, Frederick, ar st, Wire Worker. Aug 7 at1 at offices of = 
the Star and Garter H Kew Bridge, Barnes, Finsbn pave- Francis, cery lan Cros 
ment Sharpe, Robert, Chester, Joiner, Aug 6 at 11 at offices of Mason, Ru 
Hill, Abraham, Girlington, York, Slater. Aug 2at 11 at offices of Bridge st row East, Chester Daki: 
Peel and Gaunt, Chapel —_ Bradford Shaw, George, Sheffield, Boot Dealer. Aug 5 at 11 at offices of offi 
Hillyer, Frederick Leamington Priors, Warwick, Licensed Shires, Market st, Leicester Dotm 
Victualler. Aug 3 at 12 ‘at offices of Sanderson, Church st, War- | Shaw, a ny Harry, eng st, Holborn, Tailor, Aug 5 at 3 ag ato 
wick offices of Graham, Ely place, Holborn 
Hudson, Thomas Henry, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington, Carpenter. Aug | Shelley, Rowland, Birmingham, Draper. Aug 4 at 3 at offices of » 
13 at 3 at offices of Dixon and Co, Bedford row, Holborn ues, Temple row, Birmingham ‘ uf 
Hyins, Geo Redditch, Warwick, Carpenter. Aug 7 at 10 at | Shillito, Francis, and George Livermore Shorland, Hulme, Lan. — Else, 
offices of illiams, Prospect Hill, Redditch caster, Ironmongers, Aug 10 at 3 at the Clarence ” Hotel, icea. at : 
Hull, Edward, Chorlton- -upon- -Medlock, Manchester, Cabinet Maker. dilly, Manchester. Farrington and Crofton, Manchester Emm 
Aug 11 at 3 ‘at offices of Allen and Co, Princess st, Manchester Shimmell, William James, Burton-on-Trent, out of business, Sib 
Javob, Richard Davis, Church ct, Clement’s lane, Financial Agent. ate ; at the Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton-on-Trent. H = 
= x5 at 1 at offices of Sully, Queen Victoria st. Scott, King Simpkins, Henry, Lyneham, Wilts Farmer. Aug 12 at 10 at offices Fielde 
9 of B e, ion buildings, New Swindon offic 
——-* aides Walle ea a ee ~_ on, George, Sowerby Bridge, York, Mason. Aug 4 at3 ag Frem 
Jeacock, Samuel William, Birmingham, Builder, Aug 5 at 11.30 at ces of Storey, King Cross st, Halifax ‘ Maj 
offices of Morgan, Waterloo st, Birmingham Spehat, Adam. Brook st Ratcliff, Baker. Aug 10 at 2 at offices of ona 
Jeffcoatt, Samuel, Nuneaton, Warwick, Greengrocer, Aug 3 at 3 at Starkey, Frederick, Widnes, Lancaster, Carpenter. Aug 6 at 2@4 a? 


the Bull Hotel, Nuneaton. Jaques, Birmingham 

Jenkins, John, Pentre, Swansea, Draper. Aug 10 at 11 at offices of 
Thomas, York pl, Swansea 

Johnson, Robert, Middlesborough, out of business. Aug 9 at 11 at 
offices of Wilkes, Zetland rd, iddlesboroagh 

Jones. Joseph, Sheffield, Glass Dealer. Aug 5at 3 at offices of 
Greaves, Norfolk row, Sheffield 

Jones, Thomas, Buttington, Montgomery, Farmer. Aug 18S at 12 at 
offices of Jones, Severn st. Welshpool 

Kendall, eg d York, Joiner. Aug 4 at 11 at offices of Anderson, 


Stonegate, Y 

Kirkwood, Richard, Manchester, Tea and Coffee Merchant. Aug 6 
at 3 at the Royal. Hotel, Moseley st, Manchester. Atkinson and 
Co. Manchester 

Knight, Mary, Wolvey, Warwick, Innkeeper. 
of Preston, Church st, Hinckley 

Langlois, Peter, Swansea, Ship Chandler. July 27 at Albion 
chambers, Bristol, in lieu of the place originally named 

Leadbitter, J oseph, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Tobacconist. 
Aug 4 at 11 at offices of Keenlyside and Co, St Ji ohn’s chambers, 
Granger st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Loveday, William, Boad Hinton, Wilts, Publican. Aug 12 at 3 at 
offices of Boodle, Albion buildings, New Swindon 

Mann, James, Dovercourt, Essex, Commission Agent. Aug 10 at 12 
at the Station Hotel, Hull. Cobbold and Co, Harwich 

Martin, Fleury Charles, Clerkenwell-green, Provision Dealer. 
10 at 2 at offices of Chapman and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Mayhew, James, Ipswich, Carriage Builder. Aug 3 at 2 at offices of 
Clift, Cheapside 
McInnes, Donald, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Aug 6 at 11 

irming- 


oo Royal Hotel, Temple row, Birmingham. Blewitt, 
i , Thomas, Carlton st, Kentish Town, Butcher. Aug5 at 2.30 
Old Broad st, Bradford 

Morris, James, Kidderminster, Grocer, July 30 at 3 at the Com- 
mittee Room, Municipal buildings, Vicar st, Kidderminster. 
Ivens and Norton, Kidderminster 

Morris, John Hurst, St Albans, Hertford, Hat Manufacturer. July 
pF a at the Baths, Victoria st, St Albans, Wells, Market pl, St 

Musgrave, Robert Gapper, Swansea, Basket Maker. July 28 at 3 
at offices of Jellicoe, Pros 1, Swansea 

Newell. Alfred William Christopher, Cambria terrace, Accountant’s 
Sot. Aug 18 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham street. 

rtis 

Newell, George, Cambridge rd, Mile Eod, Provision Dealer. Aug 5 

oo 3 at 40, Southampton buildings, Holborn. Cooper, Chancery 


Nixon, Daniel, Bradford, York, Wood Turner. July 3lat 10 at Odd 
Fellows Hall, Thornton rd, Bradford 

Norman, William Henry, Eastbourne, Sussex, Draper. Aug 6 at 2 at 
offices of Angell and Co, Gresham st 

Oakes, James, Cleater, Cumberland, Miner. Aug 6 at 11 at offices of 
Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 

O’Brien, John, North Shields, out of business. Aug 3 at3 at offices of 
Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Owthwaite, Augustus, Leeds, Tobacconist’s Assistant. Aug 4 at 3 at 
the Law "Institution, Albion pl, Leeds 

Parkes, John, West Felton, Salop, Butcher. Aug 11 at 11 at offices of 
Morris and Sons, Swan Hill, irewsbu 

— Stephen, "Plymouth, ‘Bootmaker. Aug 4 at 1 at the Grand 

otel, Bristol. Brian, Plymouth 

Pollo, J wag Penrith, Gamberland, Joiner.'Aug 11 at 3 at offices of 
Cant, South End rd, Penrith 

Poulson, Sohn, onstone, Essex, Builder. Aug 4 at 2 at offices of 


Stanley, A 
Prescott, [Smeg Southport, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Aug 6at 
8 at offices of Barker and Clarke, London st, Southport 


Aug 4at 1 at offices 


Aug 


Read, Geor; Soren. ictualler. Aug 5 at 12 at 
offices of avi, Neg wd 

Richardson, Ebenezer Whitman, Manchester, ene pang Aug 5 
at 3 at the Falstaff Hotel, Market place, 


, Richard Henry, Holme Lacy, Hereford, Yormer. Aug 4 at 
10.18 at offices of Corner, High st, Hereford 
Josiah Buddry, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bookseller. Aug 9 
Galeigatyes cott, White House buildings, Pilgrim st, New- 
cast e 
Roberts, Thomas, Kidderminster, Farmer. Aug 5 at 11 at offices of 
Ivens and Morton, Bank fe rong Kidderminster 
‘Sandall, Tom, Belgrave, Potato Merchant. Aug 11 at 3 
at offices of Buckby, Millstone lane, Leicester 
field, Grocer. Aug 6 at 11 at offices of 


ew st, are age 
Sandys, Stephen Schoolmaster. Aug 7 at 12 






offices of Beasley, Victoria rd, Widnes 

Storr, Harriett, Swinethorpe, Lincoln, Aug 5 at 11 at the Midland 

ank chambers, Lincoln ; 

Stringer, Frank Buckley, Moss Side, Manchester, Grocer. Aug 19 
at 3 at Nowall’s Hotel, Cannon st, Manchester. Clement, ja jun, 
Manchester : 

Sugden, Charles, Gloucester rd, Kensington, Comedian, Aug 16a” 
3 at offices of Lewis and Lewis, Ely pl, Holborn 

Theakston, George Samuel George, Long lane, Bermondsey, Grocer, © 
Aug 4 at 3 at offices of Bastard, Brabant ct, Philpot lane 

Townsend, Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 5at 3 at the 
Stork Hotel, Walsall. East, Birmingh 

Vidler, William, Hastings, Painter. ee 6 at 4.30 at Provincial, 
Hotel, Hastings. Hare, Old Broad st 

Waldron, William, Rock, Worcester, Farmer. Aug 5 at 2.30 * 
offices of Miller Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster : 

Walker, John, Barsby, Leicester, Innkeeper. Aug 10 at 12 at offices 
of Shires, Market st. Leicester 

Warn, Charles, North hill, nr Launceston, Tailor. Aug 3 at th 
a of Brian, Frankfort st, Plymouth, Peter and Son, Launces- 



















Watts, William, jun, Harbury, Warwick, Farmer. Aug 4 at 2 
offices of Davies, Southam a 

Webster, Charles, Sewardstone rd, Victoria pk, Looking gia 
Frame Manufacturer. Aug 4at3 "at offices of Hulbert, Coleman 

Willis, George, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Grocer, Aug 9 at 11.30 % 
offices of Sherratt, Market st, Kidsgrove 

Winterton, John, Birmingham, Plane Maker. Aug 4at 3 at offices. 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Wynn, Robert, Sunderland, Joiner. Aug 4 at 2 at offices of _ 

‘awcett st, Sunderland 








eg 










Hurd, T 

Tvrspay, July 27, 1880, Adam 

Allen, Thomas James, Millwall, Poplar, Potter. Ang 9 at 3 at a Jacobs, 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. ristow and Shepherd, Cannon Johns 
street James, ' 
Andrews, John, Birminghem, Grocer. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of age 





Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Armett, William, Leek, gy Silk Manager, Aug/7at1l at he 
Swan Hotel, St Edward st, L 

Arnold, James Alberti, Woburn buildings, Euston rd, Comedia, 
Aug at ll at the Mitre Tavern, Mitre court, Temple. Johnson, 
King William st “ 

Barnes, Roland Isaac, Birmingham, Lamp Manufacturer. Aug9 
11 at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Barton, Charles, Goulceby, Lincoln, Grocer. Aug 10 at 11 at ¢ 
Albion Rooms, Corn Market, Louth, Hyde and Brown, Louth 

Barton, Joseph, *Legbourne, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 10 at 3 at the 
Albion Rooms, Corn Market, Louth, Hyde and Brown, Louth 

Beck, James, Barrow-in- Furness, Builder, Aug 10 at 11 at. 17, Strand, 
Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor 

Bedford, John, Beeston, Nottingham, out of business. Aug aad 
at offices of Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham : 

Bellhouse, Edward, and William Bellhouse, Beeston, j 
Tallow Chandlers. Aug 9 at 1 at the Law Institution, ‘Albion 









or 




















searranenn 






este hn, Lite Chi ll, Wilts, Beerh Keeper. A 10a 
Biggs, John, Little Chevere ilts, Beerhouse r. Au 
11 at offices of Butcher, St John st, Devizes id es 







Bond, Robert, Wisbech, Cambridge, Boot and Shoe Maker. ; 
; 3 at the Rose and Grown Hotel, Wisbech. Tiddeman, i 


me: 


o_o 





7 


Boyes Abraham, Fox st, Canning Town, Bricklayer. Aug 5 at® 
offices of Bryce and Co, Guildhall chmbrs, Heppell, 










pl, Old Jewry 
Bradwell, Henry, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufacturer. Aug 12 
at offices of Hacker and Allen, St Edward st, Leek Murray, 


z 


Bruyn, Charles de, Bishopsgate st, Merchant. Aug 12 at 2 at 
of Watney and Co, Clement’s lane, Lombard st 
Bull, Albert Edward, Kelham, Nottingham, Innkeeper. Aug 
3 at offices of Foottit, Market pl, Newark k 
Capes, Charles, East Harling, orfolk, te. Aug 9 at 12 at 
of Bavin and Daynes, Exchange st, Norwich 
Carter, William Robert, Brettenham villas, Edmonton, Horse De 
Aug’4 at 4 at offices of Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Terry, B 


cut, William, and Thomas Pilling, Manchester, Merchants, 
12’at 11 at the ‘Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, ‘Manchester. 


Co, Manc’ 

Clift, John, and 8 Samuel Clift, Rowley ety Stafford, Coal D 
Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Shakespeare, 

Conway, William, Congleton, Chester, Coal Dealer: Aug 10 at 
offices of Tennant an Co, Cheapside, Han ‘anley 

Cross, James, Hy, Caan, Farmer, Aug 9 at2 at Bell 
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be, Somerset, 
at offices of Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 
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John, a Stafford, Butcher. Aug7 at 12 at offices of 
Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton a 
Dakin, David, Stourbrid Worcester, Innkeeper. Aug 4 at 11 at 
offices of Wall, Hi, oh thontbritige’ 
m, Frederick ‘illiam, ,» Warwick, Carver. Aug Hat3 
at offices of Harris, Market pl, lgby 


James, and George Hobbs, ra Hien ak Ly Southampton, Builders 
a 12 at 12 at offices of Coxwe' be oy mn 
, George, Middleton-by-Youlgrave, rby, Mer. Aug 11 
at 3 at Bell Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. aus, Wirksworth 
mms, Frederick Bailey, — Grocer. Aug 9 at 2 at offices of 


sibly, h imacinng 

Erson, E ree ©, Huddersfield, Physician. Aug ll at 3 at 
offices e Learoya cat Co, Buxton rd, uddersfield 

Fielder, Edward, Milk st, East Indian Merchant. Aug 16 at 3 at 
offices of Crump, Budge row, Cannon st 

Freme, James Herbert, South ‘Audley st, Lieutenant-Colonel in Her 
Majesty’s Army. Aug ll at 2 at offices of Saffrey and Co, Old 
Bi? chambers. Robinson and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

ie, Mary Ann, Blackpool, Lancaster, Hotel Keeper. Aug 17 

at 12 at offices of Gharnley and Fitch, Fox st, Preston 

German, Thomas, Bowness, Westmorland, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
Aug 10 at 11 at offices of Dobson, Finkle st, Kendal 

Gibney, Patrick, Wolverhampton, Carver. Aug 9 at 10.30 at offices 
of Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Goodeve, Arthur, London st, Bootmaker. 
Kirk, Mark-lane. Illerton, Jewry st 

Gobby, Charles Edward, Leather lane, Holborn, Undertaker. Aug 
lat 3 at offices of Angove, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 

Good: William Henry, Camp Hill, near Birmingham, Boat 
Builder, Aug 9 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birming- 
ham 

Gould, Heber Day, Weston-super-Mare, Pork Butcher. Aug 12 at 
12 at offices of Chapman, Grove road, Weston-super-Mare 

Gray, pry Oldbury, Worcester, Coach Painter. Aug 10 at 11 at 
offices of S hakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Greenwood, Thomas, Heywood, Lancaster, +, Bobbin Turner. Aug 11 
at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, Market st, Bury. Watson, Bury 

Groves, Richard, Worcester, Butcher. Aug 16 at 12 at offices of 
Corbett, ‘Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 
Hadley Shadrach, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Grocer. 
offices of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudley 

Hall, Clefhent, West Knoyle, Wilts, Farmer. Aug 5 at 2 at offices of 
Bell and Freame, Gillingham 

Hargreaves, John, Bingley, York, Mill Furnisher. Aug 9 at 2 atthe 


Aug 4 at 2 at offices of 


Aug 9 at 3 at 


Thorn Hotel, Burnley. Robinson antl Robinson, Skipton 
Harris, Edwin, Wilton rd, Seomret Job Master. Aug 5 at 2 at offices 
of Emmott, Budge row, Cannon st 
ugustus, Wallace rd, Victoria 
Ang ll at 3 at the Guildhall Coffee house, 


rk, out of business. 
resham st. Wild and 
Co, Ironmonger lane 


, Charles Edward, Lee, Kent, China Dealer. Aug3 at 2 at 
sof Radford and Frankland, Chancery lane 
Hurd, Thomas Oliver, Winchester, Baker. Aug 12 at 2 at offices of 
Adams and Co, Jewry st, Winchester 
Jacobs, Augusta, Bristol, out of business. Aug 5 at 3 at offices of 
and Co, Archhouse chmbrs, John st, Bristol 
James, William, Oldbury, Worcester, Painter. "Aug 11 at 11 at offices 
of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
— Hackney rd, Brass Founder. 
ggenden, Well st, Y Resduew 
7, ae Stretford, nr Manchester, Householder. 
ices of sipee Princess st, Manchester 
Keen, William, Norwood Junction, Surrey, Bicycle Manufacturer. 
Aug 12 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresiam st. Tilling 
William, Walton, nr Liverpool, out of business. Aug 11 at 
Dat offices of Davies. the get Dale st, Liver; 
Iéak, Robert, Leeds, Grocer. 11 at. 3 at the Golden Lion Hotel, 
_ Leeds, Marsden and 0, Wakefield 
Aug 18 at 3 at 
st, Manchester 


, Edward, Altrincham, heater Grocer. 
offices of Diggles and Ogden, Booth 
w, Edward Field, Nottin ham, Clerk. Aug 10 at 12 at offices 
Webster, Brougham chauibeea, % Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
ae rneth, Lancaster, Joiner. 
Watson, Church lane, ‘Oldham 
Ch arles, Birmingham, Grocer. Aug 6 at 10.30 at offices of 
‘olmore row, Birmingham 
Aug 12 at 2 at offices 


, Oxford st, Dealer in Clocks. 
John st, Bedford row 
, North Shields, Fish Salesman. Aug 4 
orn, Camden st, North Shields 
S Selah Daniel, Portsea, Army Contractor. Aug 6 at 
at offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. King, Portsea 
, Henry, Isle of Wight, Surveyor. Aug 7 at 11 at offices of 
ewport 


sa Se Pesach, Glas 


Aug 10 at 3 at offices 
Aug 11 at 3 


Aug 9 at 3 at offices of 


organ, Grocer. Aug 10 at 11 at offices 
in and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
y, Edward, Sutton Ch » Leicester, Travelling Draper. 
Ang 1 10 at 11 at offices of Wright, Gallowtree gate 
George, Stockton-on-Tees, Innkeeper. Aug 10 at 11 at offices 
of Thomas, Market cross chambers, Stockton 
ur Robert Augustus, Bishop A Auckland, Durham, Grocer. 
10 at 1 11 at offices of Proud, mg , Bishop Auckland 
- Park, Builder. Aug 9 


obank York, gw # 7 at 10.30 

tyring, Hartshead , Sheffiel a 

8, Cornwall, retired Manic Mariner. 
ul, Clarence st, Penzance 


| Ee 
» Josep Chester, Earthenware Dealer. Aug 
Wat acca Peters Gate, Stook- 
, Richard, Over Contractor. pe ate 9 at 
of Ainsworth and On’ Backnen st, Black 
Henry, Totterdown, Bristol, Cattle Drover. ‘Aug 5 at 12 at 
Mart, near Bath Brid, se, Bristol 


Billesdon, Leicester, Baker. Aug 9 at 12 at offices of 
Co, Grey Friar chambers, Friar tone, Leicester. 





Renshaw, Elizabeth Ann, Hulme, Manchester, Common Brewer. 
—_ 12'at 3 at offices of Nuttall ‘and Son, John Dalton st, Man. 


iter 
Reynolds, Eliza, Greenwood rd, Dalston, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Aug 10 at 3 at offices of Aird, Eastcheap 
les, Thomas Dawson, Rothwell, York, out of business. Aug 11 
at 11 at offices of Tennant and Barret, Albion st st, Leeds 
Richardson, Thomas, Windsor ter, Peckham, Grocer. Beg 3 at 2 at 
the Mitre ‘Tavern, Mitre ct, Fleet st. Mandale, Mii 
Robb, Benjamin, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Aug ea at 12 at offices 
of Cottrell and Son, Temple row, Birmingham 
Robinson, a George, Luton, Bedford, Carter. Aug 3 at 11 at 
Midland Hotel, Bedford. Ewen and Roberts, West Luton 
Sandberg, Samuel. Langeliffe, York, Clerk in Holy Orders. ing © 
at 11 at a of Harris and Hailstone, Market st chmbrs, Mar 
st, 
Saunders, Josiah, Salisbury, Wilts, Painter. Aug 9 at 12 at offices 
of Nodder, City chmbrs, Salisbury 
Shaw, Sampson, jun, Stone, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 6 at 11 at Crown 
Hotel, High st, Stone. Welch, Longton 
hillito, Francis, and George ‘Livermore Shorland, Hulme, Lan- 
caster, Tronmongers. Aug 10 at 5 at Clarence Hotel, Piccadilly, 
Manchester. Farrington and Crofton, Manchester 
Shinkfield, William James, Willington Quay, Northumberland, of 
dn occupation. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Newlands, King st, South 
ields 
Shortland, John Ladbrook, Warrington, Lancaster, Builders. anf 
10 at 3 at offices of Davies and Co, Bewsey st, Warrington. 
and Davies, Warrin 
Simmons, John Frederick, Salmons lane, Limehouse, Grocer. Aug 
18 at 3 at offices of Waring, Borough High st, Southwark 
a son, Albert, Maidstone, Kent, Furniture Dealer. Aug 9 at 12 at 
ces of Monckton and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Siaaete, William Henry, Rhos Lianerchrugog, Denbigh, Boot and 
— Aug 13 at 12 at offices cf Sherratt, Regent st, Wrex- 
m 


Smart, Henry, Amwell st, gy pal Grocer. Aug 16 at 3 at 

offices of Walls and Co, Queen st 

Speh, Adam, Brook st, ‘Ratcliff, Baker. Aug 10 at 2 at offices of 
Brown, Basinghall st 

Stanton, Henry Samuel, Rock Ferry, Chester, Chemist. Aug 9 at 
11 at offices of Francis, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Srichia, Ignatius, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Aug 4 at 12 at offices 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Sweeting, William, North Cave, York, Innkeeper. Aug 6 at 11 at 
offices of Sorby, Church hill, Selby 

Swingler, John Thomas Saddin, m, Leicester, Baker. Aug ll at 
12 at offices of Toller, Hotel st, Leicester. Buckby, Leicester 

Taylor, Richard, Kirkby Btephen, Westmoreland, Cabinet Maker. 

ug 12 at 1 at the Fountain Inn, Main st, Kirkby Stephen. Dob- 

son, Kendal 

Thomas, John, and John Nicholls, Ilfracombe, Devon, Carriage 
Builders. ‘Au 13 at 12 at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnsta le 

be George, Bath, Boot Maker. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Titley, 

range grove, Bath 

Valentin: James, Stretford, Lancaster, Market Gardener. Aug 16 
at 3 at offices of Farrar and Hall, Fountain st, Manchester 

Waddington, William Walter, Stockton-on-Tees, Coal Agent. Ang 
4 at 11 at offices of Thomas, Market Cross chambers, Stockton-on- 

‘ees 

Wakeman, Benjamin, and Jonas Turner, Lower Easton, Glou 
Brick Manufacturers. Aug 6 at 12 at offices of Murly and Co, 0, Old 
Post Office chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Wallace, A: Mearns, Addison rd, Kensington, Broker. Aug 6 
at 3 at offices of Durant, Guildhall chambers 

Wallwork, Roger, and James Alfred Dawson, Wigan Clothing Com- 
pany, Wigan. Aug 9 at 2.30 at the Trevelyan Hotel, Corporation 
st, Manchester. Wood, Wigan 

Williams, Gomer, Treorky, a Saddler. Aug 12 at, 10 at 


offices of Morgan, Pon 
Wilson, Arthur, Leeds, C iy Mang 0c 8 ercnn et Beds, Bond 
st, Leeds 





es 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 
_ The aw pronounce it ‘*the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
fi Luncheon, or Sapper,” and invaluable for 
lovelies ann Children.” 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
penser are WEAKENED with starch, &o,, and IN REALITY CHEAPER 

ixtures. 

ede ie nalenaieate with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny 

CocoatTiwa A La Vawiter is the iset delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Han 9 Checolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro 


In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 64., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
___H. SCHWEITZER © CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 








MR. G. H. JONES, 


SURGEON DENTIST, 
67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to orward his Pamplilet on Painless Dentistry, free 
enclosnd by post, which explains the most unique systet of the adjust- 
ment of ARTIFICIAL TEETH without pain, 


CONSULTATION FREE FROM 10 TO 5, 
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EDE AND 30N BOROUGH OF BIRKENHEAD, 
ROBE Res MAKERS TOWN CLERKSHIP, 4 


Tho Town Council of the Borough of Birkenhead are prepared : 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, ‘own C) ; 
To H’ s ldajesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 


receive applications for the appointment to the office of 
Corporation of London, &c. 


and Clerk to the Urban Sanitary Authority. 
Candidates for the appointment must be Solicitors of the Sup 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


Court of Judicature ; and the gentleman appointed will be requij 
to devote the whole of his time to the duties of the office. 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, XC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


Salary £600 per annum. 
94, CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 


Applications, stating age, date of admission, and previous 
pudieeee, together with copies of testimonials, addressed to the Ch 
~~ AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


man of the Finance Committee, Municipal Offices, Birkenhead 
STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


sent in indorsed “‘ APPLICATION FOR TOWN CLERKSHIP,” On or b 
This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 


the 17th Avent next. 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 


Municipal Offices, Birkenhead, 22nd July, 1880. 
ARTNER WANTED —An Established Auctio: 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 


in the City is desirous of obtaining a Partner with 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 


£1,000 capital. One who has a good legal connection ferre 1. 
Apply to A, B., care of Mr. Spencer, Post Office, New Wimbledo 

colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new colour 

isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is 


AW.—WANTED, Situation by Advertiser, com 
petent to manage Bankruptcy and Common Law 

not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of great 

value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 


supervision, or entire practice with slight supervision. An Advoe 
office preferred. Good references.—Address, W. B., 3, Gran 
Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., 3s; and Imperial Quarts of 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and 1s. each. 


terrace, Bean-street, Hull. 
SOLD BY ALL STATIONERS. 




















bw, 








O SOLICITORS and BARRISTERS.—Me 
PARTRIDGE AND COOPER, 


WATERLOW BROS. & LAYTON will feel obliged for OO) 
LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 


RECTIONS in Names, Addresses, or Appointments, in the Lista) 
1 & 2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


Barristers and London and Country Solicitors in their Legal Diary; 
24, Birchin-lane, London, E.C. F 
Lae Copying und Engrossing. 
Deeds and Writings engrossed and copied on the Premises, with 
punctuality and dispatch, at the lowest scale of charges. 


DUCATION at REDUCED TERMS.—Twen 
A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts, 





LAW PRINTING. 
STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AFFIDAVITS, and 
other PLEADING, Printed at 1s. per folio. 
DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &c., Printed in form 
for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts. 
LITHOGRAPHY. 
ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, PETITIONS, DRAFTS, MINUTES OF 
EVIDENCE, Lithographed at reduced prices. 
PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFICATIONS, BUILDING 
SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Lithographed with accuracy 
and dispatch. 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS. 


Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1879. 


Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 





The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
Sireniete Gamer racon and distribution. SHARE CER- 

c RES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. st ° 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON , E.C. (corner of Serjeants’ 
in 


in). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


‘YATES & ALEXANDER, General Printers, Lons- 

Chancery-lane P = pe sre CRERGEES- TN, immediately opposite the 

AW, Parliamentary, and General Printing by 
Yates & Alexander, 27, Chancery-lane. 


UCTIONEERS’ Work, Particulars and Conditions 











PAMPELETS, Books, Newspapers, Circulars, Rules 
and Regulations of Societies printed by Yates & Alexander. 
PPROSEBOTO! SRS : of Public Companies, Memo- 
Notices, e., printed by Toten & iin too 
Pecorz for Oash allowed by Yates & Alexander, 
Lonsdale Buildings, 27, Chancery-lane. 











STATEMENTS of Olaim and Defence, Affidavits, 
Petitions, and Pleadings printed by Yates & Alexander, 





one Guineas per annum for two or more brothers, in a 
class School, to fill vacancies.—Address Rev. HEADMASTER, ¢! 
Messrs. Smyth & Yerworth, 147, Holborn. 


Hig 





R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, Clifford’s- 


Prizeman, Winner of the Incorporated Law Society’s 
(the Scott) 


Preliminary, Intermediate, and F . Students are also c: 
prepared through the post. Forty-three pupils out of the 
sent up have been successful. Several gentlemen are now re 
and the regular classes for November commence on Tuesd 


10th of August.—For terms, &c., apply, No. 1, Mitre-court-buildi 


King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. 


Scholarship for the year 1876, and Conveyancing G 
Medallist, prepares Students, both poser: and in class, for 


i 





Just published, Fourth Edition, 880 pp., crown 8¥0, price 10s, _ 


AXTER’S JUDICATURE AOTS and RU 


1873 to 1880, containing all the Statutes, Rules (including 


of April and May, 1880), Forms, and Decisions to the present tin 
WYNNE 
Sheriff of London and Middlesex, 


London: Burrerwortas, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publi ne 


E. BAXTER, Solicitor, Coroner for Sussex, and late Unt 





DAVIS ON REGISTRATION—Second Edition with Supplen : 


Just published, in 1 vol., wr 8vo., 15s., cloth. 
MANUAL of the LAW of REGISTRA' 
PARLIAMENTARY and MUNICIPAL: with a Supp 
comprising the Cases decided on Appeal on the Parliament 
——_ Registration Act, 1878, Second Edition. 
EDWARD DAVIS, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


London: Butrerwortnas, 7, F'leet-st., Her Majesty’s Law Pub! 


oy 
By JA 
*,* The Supplement may be had separately, 2s. 6d. sewed. : 





Just published, demy 8vo, price 28s. 
[HE LAW RELATING to WATERS, Sea, 


and Inland. By H. J. W. COULSON, B.A., of the I 


— and URQUHART A. ee of Lincoln’s-inn (aut 
6 


Law Relating to Savings Banks’’), Barristers-at-Law. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher, ~ 





Just published, demy 8vo, price 34s., cloth. 


OLLOCK’S PRACTICE of the 
COURTS, with the Decisions of the Superior Cou 
Tables of Fees and Costs; also an Appendix containing 
Statutes, Rules of Practice and Forms. The Ninth E 
HENRY NICOL and HERBERT C, POLLOCK, M.A.,, 
Barristers-at-Law. 


COUN 


dition 


London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher,* : 





Just published, royal 12mo., price 78. 6d. 


[HE JUDICATURE ACTS and RULES.—Os 


taining the most Recent Decisions, with Rules and 


down to May, 1880, inserted in their proper caret 
annotated and with co ious Index, By HW. ANDREWS. 
NEY, LL.B., of the Middle Temple, 


and ARBUTHNOT B. 8 
rister-at-Law. 
London: Resves & Turwzr, 100, Chancery-lane, 





Third Edition (further revised and enlarged), price 56., 


INTS on ADVOCACY. — By RICE 
fae. Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Tem 


Wartzrtow Bros. & Larton, 24, Birchin-lane, L don. 





<a. 








